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THE 


PREFACE 


TO THE 


READER: 


HIS Diſcourſe was Written ſome 

time ago for the Private Satisfa- 

Aion of the Author, who thought 
that a proper Seaſon for an Impartial En- 
quiry into the Doftrine of the Trinity, when 
ſeveral Perſons of different Opinions in that 
Point had juſt before appeared in the Contro- 
verſie about it ; and their Printed Papers be- 
ing canyas'd over again in Converſation, had 
produced many New Remarks upon the ſame 
Subje. Which Advantages, together with 
what he had formerly read, having, as he 
judged, given him a pretty full comprehenſion 
of the Matters in Diſpute, be took the fol- 
lowing Method of Re examinmg. that part of 
4M his 
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The PREFACE, 
his Faith, and Juſtifying what he believed to 
his own Reaſon and Conſcience. Some Per- 
ſons to whom he communicated what he had 
writ, adviſed him to 2% 5 =. be had 
done before now, upon the of a Great 
4 and + ek Mon of th Church, 
Pr. Scot.  1ately dead, who was pleaſed to ap- 
prove the Papers, without knowing to whom 
they belonged: But Occaſion being given 
him to fore-ſee ſome little Objeftions, which 


might, probably, at that particular time, have 


in ſome meaſure obftrufied his Good Intentions 
in Printing them, he thought fit to defer 
the Publication of them till a more convenient 
Opportunity , ſuch as he judges this to be, 
when the Controverfie of the Trinity is ma- 
naged in ſuch a manner as to offend a great 
many, and ſatisfie very few ; and the Church 
is like to ſuffer very much by the too Ad- 
venturous Attempts made by fome to Yindi- 


cate ber Doftrines. 


Thoſe who pretend to Explain the Di- 


flinflion in the Godhead by Modes, Ot- 


tices, Relations, and the like, are cenſured 
as 
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as ſaying too little, and coming much below 
the CharaFers of Diſtinftion to be found in 
Scripture ; though, at the ſame time they uſe 
theſe Terms, they acquaint us that they uſe 
them in a different Senſe from any they 
are taken in, when applied to Creatures, 
and in a ſenſe importing greater Difference, 
but ſuch as is not conceivable 
Underſtanding. 


And ſome of thoſe who call the Three 
Divine Perſons, Three Infinite Minds, Spi- 
rits, or Subſtances, would not be thought 
to mean by theſe Expreſſions, That the Three 
Perſons in the Godhead are as much diſtin- 
griſhed from one another as Three Men, or 
Three Angels are; but that the Diſtin&ion 
betwixt them is ſo great, that no other Terms 
can reach it, though theſe do ſomewhat ex- 
ceed what they would fagnifie by them: 
Which Diſtin&ion, leſs than theſe Expreſſions, 
in the common uſe of them, do import, and 
higher than any other can come up to, 1s ac- 
knowleds'd likewiſe to be inconceivable. 


Which 
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Which being obſerved by the Author of 
this Diſcourſe, he thought it more Adviſable 
to uſe no New Terms with a Defien of 
Explaining what, by the Confeſſion of Per» 
ſons of different ſides in the Diſpute, is nat 
to be rendred more conceivable. And, to 
Jaſtifie his Opinion in this Matter, he bas 
endeavoured to prove that no New Terms 
can be uſed to any ſuch purpoſe. And this, 
he thinks, he has made very Evident by the 
Account be has "given of what we can di- 
Kin&ly conceive, and what we can con- 
tuledly believe of the Dofrine of the Tri- 
nity ; which ought carefully to be diſtinguſh'd 
in all Diſquiſttions upon Subjefts of this 
Nature. 


As for thoſe who will allow only a pure- 
Nominal Diſtinfion in the Godhead ; or 
that apply the Terms Son and Holy Ghoſt 
to meer Created Beings, he has only the 
L2aguage and Delign of Scripture to op- 
poſe to them ; which ſeem to him utterly 
trreconcileable to ſuch Notions, and he hopes 
theſe general Refiecttions he bas drawn from 

2 thence 
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thence will make this appear ſo to others. 
But the Opinion of thoſe who make the Per- 
fons in the Godhead as diſtin as Three 
Men, or Three Angels, be is ſure, both 
from Revelation aud Reaſon, is falle : 
And that advancing any ſuch Explications 
of the Trinity, as will fairly. bear this Con- 
ſtruftion, is of ſuch dangerous Conſequence. 
that be hopes he has done ſome Service to 
Religion by proving, That Three Perſons in 
the Godhead as diſtin&t as Three Men. 
or Three Angels,, is not only an Incompre- 
henſible Notion, but an Impoſſible Thing; 
which implies a. manifeſt ContradiFion to the 
plaineſt and ſureſt Principles of our Know- 
ledge. 


Having given this ſhort Account of the 
Author, and his Performance i this Di- 
ſeourſe, T have only this further to acquaint 
his Readers with, That be deſires they would 
believe him to be a ſincere Man, that has a 
Jerious Regard for Religion and no other 
aims behind what he profeſſes : For, what- 
ever his Arguments are, he is ſure his Dc- 
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fign is good: And, that bis Reaſoning may 
_ þ too, he would be Eng L 
who take up theſe Pagers would give them 

the Reading over, before they paſs any Judz- 

ment upon what is advanced in them ; For, | 
the Diſcourſe being written in the Demon- ( 
ſtrative way, where the Main Concluſions 
are eſtabliſh'd by a long Train of Prepara- 
tory Proofs, no true Judgment can be made 
but upon the whole together. 

May it pleaſe God to make theſe Endea- 
wours of the Author ſucceſsful to Satisfie and 
Unite the Minds of Men in their Belief of 
the Doftrine of the Trinity ; or may He di- 
refÞ ſome abler Perſons to find out more 
Effeftual Methods of Eſtabliſhing the Pri- FN 
mitive Faith, and ſettling the Preſent Peace ys 
of the Church. © W 


SOME = 


SOME 
CONSIDERATIONS 


Concerning the ; 


TRINITY. &c. 


Here's no part of the Chriſtian Faith 
has produced ſo many Diſputes and 
Controverſies, ſuch a numerous Va- 

*  riety of Opinions and Sedts, as the 
Dettrine of the Bleſſed Trinity, If we conſult 
the large Catalogues of Primitive Hereſies, we 
ſhall find the tar greateſt Number of them 
nothing elſe but ſo many ſeveral Modes and 
Ways of Explaining the Common Undivided 
Nature and Eſſence of the Trinity, and the 
— Offices and Operations of each Per- 
on. 

How far the Uncertainty of our Faith in 
theſe Points, the many Ablurd and Blaſphe- 
mou3 Expoſitions that have been made of 
them, and the warm and indiſcreet Manage- 
ment of contrary Parties, have contributed to 


the Prejudice of Religion, and the Scandal of 
B 165 
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its Profeſiors, has been a common Obſcryati- 
on and Complaint in all Chriſtian Ages : And 
{eycral Expedicnts have been propoled for the 
Redreijing of this Miſchicf; bur all Artrempts 
of this kind haye hitherto milſcarried. The 
principal Realon of which 1 humbly conceive 
to be this ; that thoſe who have labourcd in 
this good Delign have for the molt part pro- 
cceded upon wrong Meaſures, 

Now. the Methods that have been generally 
and chicfly inſiſted upon, are Three ; which are 
all improper, or inſufficient, and have therefore 
prove inefieual, as will plainly appear up- 
on a particular Examination of cach, 


x. Firſt then, There arc ſome who are for 
Reverencing the Myſtery of the Trinity, with- 
our ever looking into it at all; who think ir 
ought not to be the Subject cither of Diſpute 
or Enquiry : imagining that every thing of this 
high and tranſcendent Nature is propoſed to us 
only as a Tryal and Exercile of our Faith ; 
and the more implicit that 1s, the fuller do 
we cxpreſs our truſt and relyance upon God. 

Nay, farther, There are thole who do not 
{cruple to fay, - the more Contradictions the 
better ; the greater the Struggle and Oppolt- 
rion of Reaſon, the greater is the Triumph and 
Merit of our Faith. 

Bat there's no likelihood of ſuppreſling any 
of our Doubts or Ditputes in Religion this 

Way : 


, 
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way : For beſides the Natural Propenſion of 
the Soul to the ſearch of Truth, and the ſtrong 
and impatient deſire we have to know as much 
as ever we can of what immediately concerns 
us, tis generally and very juſtly look'd upon 
both as the Priviledge and Duty of Man to 
Enquire and Examine before he belieyes or 
judges; and never to give up his afſent to any 
thing but upon Good and Rational Grounds : 
And therefore 'twould be a very hard thing to 
perſwade the World ro ſtifle and reſtrain fo 
many Powerful Motives of Action. Bur thoul.l 
they be farther prevailed upon to go directly 
contrary to their Reaſon, 'twould be much 
more difficult ro Conquer the uneafinels of 
the ReluQance. 

And indecd 'ris well the difficulties of ſub- 
duing the Underſtanding are too great to be 
maſter'd; For a ſlight Refletion will ſerve to 
convince us, that the neceſſary Conſequences 
of a blini Reſignation of Judgment would be 
far more Fatal ro Chriſtianicy chan all our 
preſent Diviſions. 

What Blaſphemics and Contraditions may 
and have been impoled upon mens belicf, un- 
der the Venerable Name of Myſteries? And 
how eaſie are Villainous Practices derived 
from an Abſurd Faith? This is matter of com- 
mon Obſervation, and has brought a juſt Scan- 
dal upon a large Party of Chriitians, and g1- 
ven occaſion to Men of light, undiftinguith- 
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ing Capacities, to deny and ſcoff at the Saving 


Truths of the Golpel, becauſe they were ac- 
companied with a ridiculous mixture of Errors. 

No doubt therefore we may, and ought 
carefully ro Examine the Faith and Principles 
we deſign for the Rule of our Lives, and en- 
deayour to underſtand all our Religion ſo far, 
25 to be able to Juſtife ir, both ro our Selvyes 
and Unbclievers. 

We ought indeed to proceed with all the 
Caution and Humility imaginable, and take a 
juſt Eſtimate of our 7ask and Abilities : Bur 
ro be denied the Liberty cithcr of uſing or 
obeying our Reaſon, is a ſuſpicious as well as 
an unjuſt Reſtraint, 


2. There are others, who call the Doctrine 
of the Trinity an Incomprehenſible Myftery, 
and yet are at a great deal of pains to bring 
it down to a Level with Human Unicrſtand- 
ing; aad are all very carneſt to have their 
own particular Explications acknowledged as 
necefiary Articles of Faith : But the number 
and diſagreement of the Expolitors plainly dit- 
cover th: vanity of fuch Pretences. 

This has proved ſo unſucceſsful a way, that 
inltcad of uniting the different Judgments of 
Chriſtians in one Point, it has broke the Con- 
troverſic izzo a Thouſand more: For Zeal 
ind Oppoſition raiſing up a great many Aſler- 
tors of ch2 Common Belief, and eyery one 

look- 
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looking our for ſome new Terms and Modes 
of Speech, which mighr be fuller and more 
expreſſive than thoſe in Queſtion, the Difle- 
rences and Diſputes were by conſequence pro- 
portionably multiplyeJ. For thes Terms and 
Forms of Speech made ule of being capable of 
ſeveral ſenles, and cach of them attended with 
other Acceſlory Idea's, Miſtakes muſt neceſſa- 
rily ariſ”, and divers new Thoughts be ſuggell- 
ed to fuch whole Heads were employed upon 
the ſame SubjeA: And thus ic came to pals, 
that Defences and Vindications of the Ortho- 
dox Faith produced more F1-r:/-s. 
Wherefore in all ſuch Matters as theſe, which 
are too big to be graſp'd, we had better fit 
down contented with what we have frm hold 
of, than tire our ſelves with vain Endeavyours 
to take in more. "Twould certainly be the 
trueſt, and the ſafeſt way, ſtritly to con{tne 
our {clves to Scripinre Expreſſions, and never 
ſpeak of Supernatural Things, bur in the Laz- 
guage of Revelation; which being the proper 
Standard of all other Words thar ſhall be uted 
on theſe Occaſions, 'tis in vain to ſhift the 
Meaſure, when there's never another to be 
found which can or ought to reach farther, 
It may, however, ſometimes be necellary to 
change this Merhod, and introduce New Terms 
to ſecure the True Faith againſt the Falſe In+ 
terpretations of {uch as pervert Scripture. For 
if Hereticks will make ule of New Expreſſions 
B} tro 
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ro contradict the received Doctrine, we mult 
have New Terms to expreſs the ſame "Truth 
in, in Oppoſition ro their Hereſic. And in 
this caſe the Church may very realonably re- 
quire her Members to ſhew their ſlea.!y con- 
tinuance in the Ancicst Faith, by the uſe of 
ſuch Terms as plainly infer their denyal of 
any later erroneous Inventions ict up again ir. 


3. There are a Third fort of Men in the 
World, who pretend, That there is no Myſtery 
propoſed to us as an Object of Faith; and in 
order to make this of the 77inity appcar to be 
none, they bring a Cloud over the whole Bible, 
and with ſtrange forc'd Criticiſms and Allego- 
ries give the very plaineſt Texts ſuch an un- 
uſual Myſterious turn, as neither. the Lan- 
guage will bear, nor is any.ways conſiſtent 
with the Deſign or Character of the Holy 
Writers. 

Bur this is a very odd prepollcrous Method 
of Explaining Scripture, by 'darkening a great 
part of it to illuſtrate the reſt ; and as ridicu- 
lous a Project of healing Diviſions, as pulling 
down a whole Side of ſtanding Wall to mend 
2 Breach. 

And after all, rhe Secinian Fypothefrs ſeems 
to me to have more of Myſtery, and Contradi- 
7;on to Natural Reaſon in it, than what is ob- 
jetcd to the Catholick PotFrine. 


I am 
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I am nor for clogging the Faich, not mulri- 
plying Myſteries : yet we ought not preſently 
to deny what we do not underſtand; bur fober- 
ly, and impartially conſider how much we are 
able to comprehend, and how far we are otlized 
to Believe, what we do not. 


The Method therefore I deſign to oblerye 
in the following Diſcourſe, ſhall be differen 
from any of thole now mentioned. I ſhall 
not go about to preſs Men to a Blind /":n:c- 
ration, or Preſwrptuous Þilicf of any thiug 
without Examination , or in Defiance to Reaſon : 
I ſhall not offer ro impoſe any New Arbitr::y 
Explications of my own upon other mens Con- 
{ciences; but confine my icif wholly ro the 
uſual warranted Forms of Expreftſion. I will 
not wrelt and ſtrain Scripture ro heip out a 
Private Notion, nor do any thing ro betray 
the Juſt Rights and Priviledges of our Com- 
mon Reaſon; bur carciuily endeavour to di- 
flinguith F/ow far 192 De&rin? of the Trinity 
is a Myſtery, and how far a DMyſlery may become 
an Otject of Faith: From whence 1 hope to 
make it appear, that norhing hard or unrea- 
{onable is required of us by our Church for 
the belick of this Article, 

In order to which, 1 jhall rank ail my Re- 
flections upon this Subject, under theſe Three 
Heads of Enquiry. 
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. Whar it is that perplexes and obſcures our 
Faith in the Trinity. 

IT. What is ſufficient for Chriſtians to be- 
lieve concerning this Point. 

I!T. What ill Confequences can attend ſuch 
a Faith. 


'T. Firſt then, T am to Enquire, What it is 
that perplexcs and obſcures our Faith in the 
Floly Trinity. For before I enter upon a di- 
ſtint and particular Conſideration of the Do- 
Ctine it {elf, 'tis neceſſary to point out ſome 
of the Principal Cauſes which have occaſioned 
ſo many Falſc, Abſurd, and Ineffectual Expo- 
ſitions of it. And they are theſe four : 


The Prejudice and Bigotry of Men indiſcreet- 
ly Pious. 

The Vanity and Deſign of ſuch as value them- 
ſelves upon inventing New Notions, or 
laughing at the Old ones. 

The nor diſcerning or conſidering the Bounds 
and Limits of our Knowledge. 

And laſtly, An imprudent Choice of improper 
ways of Expreflion. 


The two firſt of theſe have a general Influ- 
ence upon all Religious Controverſies, bur are 
more eſpecially concerned in this : For there's 
never more room for Superſtitious and Rigo- 

rous 
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rous Impoſitions, nor fairer Advantages for 
Cavilling, and drawing abſurd Conſequences, 
than where a Myſtery is the Subject of Debare. 

There are ſome who are apt to be concerned, 
and cry our, as if the yery Foundations of all 
Religion were overturning, when any parti- 
cular Scheme or Notion they are fond of, is 
called in Queſtion. On the other ſide, I have 
no ſmall Reaſon to believe there are ſeveral 
who ftrike at Chriſtianity ir ſelf, under the 
Prerence. of bringing down the value of Myſ- 
Feries. 

And indecd if we conſider the general Tem- 
per of Mankind, 'tis no wonder thatthere's 
more Superſtition and Infidelity in the World 
than 7rue Religion : For believing every thing, 
and believing nothing, a ſudden Veneration 
or Contempt of whatloever is propolcd to us, 
equaly gratifie the lazy Inclinations of the 
Soul ; which loves an caſic undiſturbed courſe 
of Thoughts, and is very difficultly brought to 
cndure the Labour of Attention and Enquiry. 
Nay, of thoſe who {cem to have conquer'd this 
Trouble, there are few who lay themſelves our 
in a fcceand impartialſcarch of Truth; the grea- 
reſt part even of theſe are employed wholly in 
the purſuit of ſome Notion they have beforc- 
hand taken up, and are rcſolved to maintain: 
They are already determined what to believe, 
and only feck our Arguments to Juſtifie or Re- 
commend their Opinions to others. 

How 
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How far theſe general RefleQtions arc appli- 
cable to the preſent Caſe, has been hinted aral- 
ready in the beginning of this Diſcourſe; where 
'tis very diſcernible from trheWaysand Methods 
made uſe of for ſerling the Doctrine of rhe 
Trinity, that Prejudice and Vanity, a falſe Zeal, 
and an ill grounded Contempt have had a large 
_ in the Management of this Controyer- 
a 


Another Reaſon why our Endeavours of Exe 
pounding this Point have been vain and unſuc- 
ceſsful, 1s the want of difcerning or conſidering 
the Bounds and Limits of our Knowledge ; from 
whence it comes to pals, thar. oftentimes we 
ſtrive to ſoar aboye our pitch, and imagine we 
underſtand ſome things bertcr rhan really we 
do. But eſpecially Men of Abſtrated 'Think- 
ing arc very apt todeceive themiclves with falſe 
Idea's, and are firmly perſwaded they conceive 
chings diftintly, which they have bur a con- 
fuſed Notion of. As for inſtance ; Ir has been 
delivered down, as theconſtant Faithof a long 
Succeſſion of Eminent Philoſophers, that the 
whole Subſtance, Nature, and Efſence of the 
Soul is wholly and entirely in all th: Body conſi- 
dered rogether, and wholly and entirely in every 
fingle Particle of it. - And this is a Notion which 
at firſt view has a great appearanceof truth and 
clearneſs,and is ſuch as the Underſtanding rea- 
dily cloles with: But if we would ftrictly and 

diſtintly 
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diſtintly Examine our ſelycs, what we mean 
by thoſe Terms, I believe we thould be able 
to give buta very obſcure Account of Our Opi- 
nion ; and at laſt be forced to confeſs we un- 
derſtand no more than this by them, That the 
Seul is the Principle of all the Operations per- 
formed in the Body. But fo it ſometimes hap- 
pens, that we are tranſported too far in our 
Enquires after hidden Truths, till we are loſt 
in Speculation, and vainly think to Fathom 
the depths of Knowledge and Wiſdom, withour 
conſidering the Shortnels of our Line: Where- 
as we ought rather to examine, and find our 
the Bounds of our Thoughts, know the juſt 
extent and compatls of our Underſtanding ; and 
then reſt ſatisfied with what we are Capable of, 
without defiring to know more than we can, or 
pretending to know more than we do. 


But further, the DoCtrine of the Trinity has 
ſuffered yery much by the Diſcourſes made a- 
bour it upon another Account ; And thar is, 
chat ſome of the Authors of ſuch Diſcourſes 
have imprudently made choice of -improper 
ways of Expreſſion: Either perplexing plain 
Revelation too much with Philoſophical Terms 
and N;ceties, or expoſing the Faith to con- 
tempt, by homely indecent Similes, and diſpropor- 
tionate Compariſons. 


Now 
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Now to keep clear of all thoſe Rocks which 
Others ſeem, ro have ſplit upon, I have 
endeavoured, what | could, to deliver my ſelf 
from Prejudice and Confulton of 'Terms, and 
to ſpeak Juſtly and Intciiigibly : And nor being 
yet prepolſeſt in favour otany particular Expli- 
cation, the better to preſerve my freedomof Ex- 
amining the Subject in hand , ! have purpoſely 
forborn to ſearch the Fathers, Schoolmen, or 
Fratres Poloni,or to read over any later Treatifes 
concerning the Controverſie while I was com- 
poſing the preſent Eſiay ; reſolving to conſult 
nothing but Scripture, and my own Natural Sen- 
timents, and draw all my Reflections from 
thence; taking only ſuch which eaſily, and 
without conſtraint offered themſelves. 


I. And thus having cleared the way, and 
removed every thing which I thought might 
obſtruct or miſguide my Enquiries, I come, in 
the ſecond place, to confider the Dodrine it 
ſelf; and Faithfully and Impartially ro Examine 
what is ſuftcient for Chriſtians to believe concern- 
ing the Trinity, or, which is all one in this 
caſe, what is neceſſary to be believed: For certain- 
ly he believes enough, and cannot in reaſon be 
taxed for a narrow defeQive Faith, who be. 


lieves as much as 1s required of him. 


For 
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For the better proceeding in which Enquiry, 
I ſhall lay down this as an eyident Truth, which 
every Man will grant me, that nothing is »ccef- 
ſary to be believed, but 1. what's poſſible to be be- 
lieved; and 2. what's plainly revealed. 

But here I would be underilood, as to the 
laſt part of the Aſſertion, only of tuch matters 
which are knownto us no-other way than by 
Revelation. For in ſeveral orher cates, I con- 
fels, we may be obliged ro believe meerly up- 
on Humane Teſtimony: Nay, even Revelation it 
{elf, as it is a matter of Fatt,..claims our Af 
ſent upon no higher a ground, 

Bur further, 1 ſhall rake this for granted too 
in a Proteſtant Country, thar Scripture is the 
only Standard ofallNeceſlary Revealed Truths : 
Neither in the preſent Inſtance is there any room 
for a 7 raditionary Faith. For, beſides that all 
the Fathers and Ancient Writers ground their 
Expoſitions of the Trinity wholly upon Scrip- 
ture, I cannot conceive that the Subject is ca- 
pable of a plainer Revelation, as | ſhall endea- 
vour to ſhew more fully in the following Dit- 
courle, 

We are therefore, in the firſt place, to con- 
ſider how far 'ris poſſible to believe a Trinity; and 
next, to examine what the Scripture requires us 
70 believe 1n this matter. 


Now, there are two Conditions requiſite to 
make it poſlible for us to believe a thing. 
I. That 


[ 
; 
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r. That we know the Terms of what we are 
ro alſent to. 2. Thatir imply no contradiQti- 
on to our former Knowledge ; ſuch Knows- 
ledge I mean which is accompanied with Cer- 
tainty and Evidence. 


Firſt then, we can believe a thing no further 
than we underſtand the Terms in which it is 
propoſed to us: For Faith concerns only the 
Truth and Falſhood of Propoſitions; and the Terms, 
of which a Propoſition conſiſts, muſt be firſt 
underſtood before we can pronounce any thing 
concerning the Truth or Faiſhood of it ; which 
is nothing elſe but the Agreement or Diſagree- 
ment of its Terms, or the Idea's expreſied by 
them. If I have xo Fnowledee at all of the 
meaning of the Terms uſed in a Propoſition, I 
cannot exerciſe any Ad of my Underſtanding 
abour it, | cannot ſay, 7 believe or disbelieve 
any thing ; my Soul 1s perfetly in the ſame 
ſtate ir was before, without receiving any new 
Determination: And if I haye but a general 
confuſ:d Notion of the Terms, 1 can give only a 
general confuſed Aſſent to the Propoſition. So 
my Faith will always bear an Equal Proporti- 
on to my #noxledge of the Subje-matter to 
be believed. 

To make this plainer by an Inſtance; ſuppoſe 
F am required to belicve that 4. is equal toB-: 
{f I dont know cirher what 4. or B. ſtands 
for, or have no Notion of Equality, I believe 

nothing 
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nothing more than I did before this was pro- 
poled ro me; I am not capable of any new 
determinate Act of Faith, All that I can be- 
lieve in this caſe can amount to no more than 
this, that Something has ſome reſpett to Some- 
thing elſe; that the Matter I am required ro 
believe, is affirmed by a Perſon of great Know- 
ledge and Integrity, who ought to be credited 
in what he ſays; and therefore the Propoſition 
here laid down is probably true in that ſenſe 
the Author means. And what amT the wiſer 
for all this > Whar addition is there made to 
my Faith or Knowledge by ſuch a Propoſition 2? 
But farther, ſuppoſe I know that 4. and B. 
ſtand for two Lines, and that by Equal Lines 
is mcant Lines of the ſame l::gth ; fuch Know- 
ledge can produce only a general confuſed belief, 
thar there is ſome certain Line imaginable juſt 
of the ſame length with ſome other Line: But 
if by 4. and B. are meant two right Lines, 
which are the Szdes of a given Triangle, and I 
rake a Mathematician's Word for it, withour 
demonſtration, that they are equal, or of the 
ſame length, this is a particular diſtin? Aﬀ of 
Faith; by which 1 am fatisfied of the Truth 
of ſomerhing which I did not believe or know 
before. 

From whence it follows, that Terms and 
ſample 14:4's muſt be c:arly and diſtinitly un- 
derſtood firſt, before we can believe any thing 
particular of the r:ſpetts and relations they bear 

ro 
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ro one another, which is the only proper Ofject 
of Faith. 


Another Condition neceſſary to render a 
ching capable of being believed is, that ir im- 
plys no Contradiction to our former Know- 
ledge: I cannot conceive how 'tis poſlible to 
give our aſſent ro any thing that contradicts 
the plain Dictates of our Reaſon, and thoſe 
evident Principles from whence we derive all 
our other Knowicdge. 

As for Example; I do not ſce how any 
Authoriry of Revelation can overthrow the 
Truth of this Propoſition , That the Whole is 
tieger than any of its Parts. For 

Firſt, 1 cannot more clcarly and diſtintly 
perceive any external Impreſſions made upon 
my Soul, nor be more certain that ſuch Im- 
preſſions proceed from God, than I can per- 
ccive, and be affured, that the 7d:a's I have of 
_ and part bear this Relation to one ano- 
ther. 

Srcondly, The Nature and Conſticution of 
Things makes it impoſſible that this Propolt- 
tion ſhould be falſe ; for ſuch and ſuch Things 
or Notions being ſuppoſed, ſuch and ſuch 
Habitudes and Re(pets muſt neceſſarily reſult 
from them. So long therefore as I have the 
ſame 1d:a's of whole and part, and the ſame 
Faculties of Perception, I ſhall always perceive 


the fame relation betwixt them : And 1f my 
Id:a's 


Y 


\ 
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Idea's of whole and part were changed, or a 

ew Texture and Frame of Soul given me, I 
ſhould indeed perceive dittcrent relations be- 
rwixt theſe new /dra's ; but this would by no 
means deſtroy the Truth of my former Con- 
ceptions; 'rwould till be certain, according to 
the 7dea's I had before of whole and part, that 
the whole was bigger than any of its parts: 
Which 74:a's will always unalterably have the 
{ame relation to one another. Bur 

Thirdly, Was it poſſible this Propoficion 
could be falſe, conſidering only the narure of 
the Things themlctves, the Natureof God fur- 
nithes us with other Argoments of the Truth, 
and Certainry of ic. And | 

1/f, It 1s not conſiſtent with the Juſtice, 
Witdom, or Goodnel(s ef God, to require us 
to believe thar, which, according to the Frame 
and Make he has given vs, tis impoſſible for 
us to believe : For however ſome Men have 
adyanccd this abſurd Paradox, that God can 
make Contradictions true, 1 am very certain, 
that upon an impartial Tria! of their Faculries, 
they would find 'twere perfe&tly our of their 
power to believe explicitly, and in the com- 
mon Senſe of the Terms, that a Part can be 
bigger than the Whole it is a Part of. Dur 

24ly. Admitting it poſlible for us to be de- 
ceived in ſuch Propoſitions which have a con- 
ſtant, uniform, and univerſal appearance of 


Truth and Evidence, this would deſtroy all 
C manner 


- — ——I> —- 2 — — > no - = 
p p 


— ”——— YT —— 5 > 


- © ——y 


18 Some Confider ations 


manner of Certainty and Knowledge , and 
leave us wholly in Darkneſs, Ignorance, and 
Deſpair ; or, which is more Injurious to the 
Divine Goodneſs to imagine, under an abſo- 
lure neceſſity of being deceived : For tis 
not only impoſſible for me to believe, that 
ſuch a Propoſition as this, That the Whole is 
bigger than any of its Parts is falſe; bur I can- 


'not deny my pofttive expreſs aſſent to it astrue: 


The Light and Evidence in this Caſe is fo clear 
and ſtrong, that I am not at Liberty ſo much 
as to ſuſpend my Judgment. 

3aly. Tis Blaſphemy to think, that God 


. can contradia* himſelf; and therefore right 


Reaſon being the Voice of God, as well as 
Revelation, they can never be directly contra- 
ry to one another. 


Now to apply all this to the preſent Caſe ; 
ſuppoſe I am required to'believe, "That Ore 
und the ſame God is Three difſtrent Perſons : | 
only ſuppoſe it here, becaute* F have not yer 
proved how far, and i» what ſenſe, we are obli- 
ged to believe a Trinity. If this,. I ſay, be-the 
Propoſition I am required-itv. give my aſſent 
to, 'tis plain, by what has been proved before, 
thar I can belieye it no farther: than the 7erms, 
of which it is made up, are known and under- 
ſtood, and the 7d:d's figniticd'by them confeftent. 

In order" therefore ro form a determinate 


' Att of Faith in this Point, I muſt carefully 


examine 
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examine my ſelf what Notions I have of God, 
of Unity and 7dentity, Diſtinition and Number, 
and Perſon. 

As to the Notion of a Dezty, 'tis true in- 
deed I have not a full and adequate Idea of 
God, neither is my Soul capable of it; but 
what Conceptions I have of his Nature and 
PerfeCtions, are, according to my Apprehen- 
ſion, © far clear, as to enable me truly and 
juſtly to determine which of thoſe diſtin 7Jea's, 
[ have in my Mind, are applicable to him, and 
which are not. And ſuch a Knowledge of 
the Divine Nature as this, is a ſufficient di- 
reCtion of my Faith in any Propoſition con- 
cerning God, where I clearly underſtand all 
the Zdza's attributed to him, 

[n the ncxt place therefore, I am to conſi- 
der what Notions I have of Unity and /dentity, 
Diſtinfion and Number. 

And here I confeſs I am at a Loſs how to 
deliver my (elf, theſe being ſome of our f/f 
and moſt ſimple Idea's which are ſo Clear of 
themſelves, thar I cannot find Clearer to ex- 
plain them by. 

For this is certain, that every Man is con- 
{cious to himſelf, that he has a power of per- 
cerving and comparing his Perceptions, and con- 
ſequently muſt know, when any thing is pre- 
{enred to his Mind, whether ir be perceivable 
at oxe entire view, and whether the Object 


bave one uniform appearance or not: He mult 
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be allo ſenſible in a ſucceſſion of 7dea's, when 
the ſame Appearances are repeated again, and 
how often the Repreientation is varied, 
However, notwithſtanding the Clearneſs of 
theſe Notions, with reſpect tro whar paſlcs in 
our own Minds, wc are not ablc to make rrue 
and diſtin Judgments of the nity or multi- 
plicity of things without us : For ir docs not 
follow, that what is repreſented to rhe Soul 
at once, vnder one /4:4or Appcarance, ſhould, 
according to the reality of things, be one undi- 
vided nature: neither can it be inferred, that 
what is repreſented to the Soul under different 
Ideas is lo many diftinit real Brings : For 
there are ſome 7dea's purely of the Soul's own 
making, and not copied from any external 
Patterns ; where there arc a great many parti- 
cular real Beings, of different kinds and na- 
tures, comprehended under one Repreſenta- 
tion : Thus all the Hills, Plains, Rivers, Trees, 
and Towns, &c. which the Eye can rcach 
from ſuch or ſuch a Point, we put into one 
Picture, and call it a Zands&ip, or Proſpect. 


Thus docs the Soul enlarge its View to all the: 


Works of God and Nature;. it takes in the 
whole Creation at a Thought, and calls ir 
World. On the other ſide, the real Natures, 
and Eſſences of Things, which are allowed to 
conſiſt in a /imple undivid:d Unity, are not con- 
ccivable by us at once, but at __ Views, 
ty different partial Conceptions, which the your 
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afterwards compounds and calls by ene Nm: 
Thus when we endeayour to comprehend the 
Nature and Eſſence of what we call Man, we 
form, art different times, ſeveral confuſed No- 
tions of Subſtance, Body, Life, Senſe, and Reaſon ; 
every one of which is a complicated 1:4, and 
ro be refolved into a great many others more 
ſimple and diſtin : As for inſtance, I muſt 
form a great many /dea's of particular Acti- 
ons, and the Modes, Differences, and Relati- 
ons of them, before I can haye any tolerable 
knowledge of what Reaſen is; and fo for the 
reſt. 

All therefore that we' underſtand of the 
unity of things without us, is this: When we 
perceive any Object in a contizued Poſition, 
bounded and fenced our from other thivgs 
round abour it, all within ſach Terms and 
Limits we call Oze: And then again, obſcr- 
ving a great many difterent Actions, produced 
in and by ſuch an Object, we judge all theſe 
Adtions and Operations to proceed from one 
Common Principle, in ſome ſuch manner as 
Streams from a Fountain, or ſeveral Lines 
from the {ame Centre, And whatever we 
thus judge to be Orr, tho' a great many 
Thoughts and Conceprions go to the formin 
of ſuch a Judgment, we endeavour, as well 
as we can, to repreſent to our {elves under 
one Id:a or Appearance, tho'the Repreſentation 
be often very confuſed and indiffing And 
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this we do, as ſuppoſing it wholly and uni- 
formly conceivable at One fingle View, were 
it not for the ImperfeAion of our Faculties - - 
Which Suppoſition is not without good 
Ground ; for this we have plain Experience 
for, that when any viſible Obje& is of ſuch a 
magnitude, or in ſuch a ſituation thar rhe 
Eye cannot receive the whole Image of it at 
once, we take it in at different times, from 
dificrent points of Sight ; and yet for all this, 
we find no more Reaſon to doubt of the real 
Unity of ſuch an Objed, than of any other, 
whole Image came into the Soul entire at one 
Ad of Viſion; for we eaſily conceive there 
may be other Organs of Sight, which would 
receive the whole Obje@ together : And from 
thence we conclude further, rhat there may be 
alſo ſome other Mind more perfect than ours, 
which perceives that as one ſimple 74:4 which 
we cannot apprehend, but by a union of ſeyeral 
different Conceptions: From whence it fol- 
lows, that the moſt perfet Mind, which is 
Ged, is rhe only true and proper Standard of 
all Unity and Diſtinction. 

The Summ of all my Thoughts is this : 
What is meant by oe or more, the ſame or 
different Idea's is better to be conceived by in- 
ward Reflexion, than can poſſibly be explain- 
ed by Words. 

Such an 14:4, which is not diſlinguiſhable 


into different Appcarances, I call a ſimple Fdea. 
When 
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When I have any Thought or Perception, 
which is reſolyable into ſeveral dega's, I call 
this a complex or compounded Netion. And hence 
I term any Being /rmple or componnd:d, accor- 
ding as it is perccivable by ſome Mind, under 
one /imple Appearance, or a complex Idea. 

Whether my 7g:4's are agreeable ro the rea! 
Natares of Things, or thoſe original Patterns in 
the Mind of God , 1 cannor certainly know ; 
bur when they are the ſaws, and when they 
differ from one another, I plainly perceive, 
tho' I cannot always judge of the 7dentity os 
Diſtinion of Things, according as they are 
repreſented to my underſtanding, under the 
ſame or different Appearances: For hereI ſhould 
be ſometimes miſtaken too, as 'tis plain I often 
muſt, if I judged of the real unity or multipli- 
city of Things by my own [dea's. 

The Notions we have of the unity of Things 
without us, come the neareſt that can be ima- 
gin'd to our 7dea's of Point, and continued Ex- 
tenſion; one of which repreſents /imple unity, 
the other. compounded; the one we apply to 
what we call Spiritual Beings, the other to Ma- 
terial : For 'tis certain the Conception we have 
of Body, can neyer furniſh us with any 74-4 
of ſimple Unity. 

By a Spirit then we mean ſomething with- 
out extenſion, and conſequently indiviſible, 
capable of performing ſome ſuch kind of AQti- 


ens, Which do, in ſome manner or degree, re- 
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ſemble thoſe we are conſcious of: But what 
that is, from whence I ſuppoſe ſuch Actions 
to procced, I have not the leaſt conception 
of; for all that I conceive, is only ſeveral 7dea's 
of different particular Actions, which no more 
expre(5 the 1dea of that Principle from whence 
they ſpring, than the 7dea's of leveral particu- 
lar Lines expreſs the Idea of thar Point they 
are drawn from. 

All that we can perceive or imagine of Cor- 
poreal Unity, is nothing elſe but a Connexion 


-or joint Poſition of ſeveral Bodies, which, ac- 


cording as it is more or leſs prrceivable, accor- 
ding to the /implicity or multiformity of the Fi- 
gure reſulting from it, and-the ea/n2ſs or diffs 
eulty of Separation , makes {everal degrees of 
Union, which all receive the common Deno- 
mination of C/nity, 

Naw as Exrtenſ1on, by reaſon of its perpetual 
aiviſibility, cannor give us a true Notion of 
fimple Unity, fo neither can we have any di- 
ſtint knowledge of Union or Compoſition, ab- 
tracted from all Conſiderations of Exten/or. 
We do not underſtand how a Mind and Body 
are unired, any otherwiſe than that we per- 
ceiye ſuch and ſuch ſpiritual Actions produ- 
ced within the Compals of ſuch a Body which 
we call One: Neither are we able to compre- 
hend the Union or Separation of Two ſþiritu- 
al Brings, withont conſidering them as in the 
ſame or different Lr-alites ; for we have not 


diſtin _ 
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diſtinct /dea's of any dilterent ſpiritual Natures, 
nor, if we ſhould perceive a great many Ope- 
rations of ſeveral Spirits, could we diſtinguiſh 
the ſeveral individual Beings, or Priaciples, 
they procceded from : For who is there that, 
if all the Thoughts agd Motions of. che Souls 
of ſeveral Men were communicated to him, 
could tell which proceeded from whichz Nay, 
we cannot teil whar difference of Attions is ſuth- 
cient to determine the different kinds of Prin- 
ciples they procceded from ; neither can any 
Co-operation, or Conſ:nt of Afions, make us 
conceive a ſpiritual Union, without concciving 
the ſame Termof Attion too. For ſuppoic two 
Souls were {o exactly framed alike, rhat rhey 
always thought and wild the fame Things at 
the fame times, and were conſcious of each 
other's Thoughts and Actions, if they were 
put into different Bodies, 'tis pjain we could 
not properly ſay they were united or made on? : 
And again, ſuppoſing they were in the ſa: 
Body, we could not poſſibly conceive them ro 
be twe, any otherwiſe than we knew them 
capable of a ſparate Exiſtence ; that is, if we 
examine our Thoughts honeſtly, of a ſeparate 
Ubi, in differcat Bodies, or elſewhere; Nor 
that I think /ocal Preſenze, or Determination, 
is any way contained within the /d:a of a 


ſpiritual Being, but it helps us ro conceive it 


better, and diſcourle more diſtinaly abour it. 
And, if we obſerve it, there are {cyeral caſes 
where 
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where our Conceptions and Judgments muſt 
neceſſarily difter. 

Theſe then are all the kinds of Unityand Dj- 
Pinion 1 can poſlibly imagine ; namely, in 
Tdea, Principle, and Poſition. Whatever elfe 
is called Unity, is more properly termed Agree- 
ment ; the very Notion of which implies a di- 
ftinftien in ſome of the fore-mentioned kinds. 

[entity is nothing elſe bur a repetition of 
Unity,as Number is of Difference, with the Judg- 
ment of the Underſtanding upon it. 

What Perſonal Unity and Diſtintion are, will 
be eaſily underſtood by explaining the word 
Perſon, which ſignifies one of rheſe rwo things 
either a Particular Intelligent Being, or an 
Office, Charafer, or ſome fuch complex Noti- 
on applicable to ſuch a Being." In the firſt ſenſe 
one Man, or Angel, is on: Perſon, and ſeveral 
Men or Angels, are ſeveral Perſons: In the (e- 
cond ſenſe of the word there may be ſo many 
Perſons as there are different Combinations of 
the Actions, Relations and Circumſtances of 


Intelligent Beings. 


And thus having given an Account of the 
meaning and ſigniticationof the Terms in which 
we arc required to expreſs our Faith, we are 
next to Examine, how far, and in what ſenſe 
we can believe this Propoſition, That One and 
the ſame God us Three different Perſons, 


Now 
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Now 'tis certain, that if thoſe before-ſpeci. 
fied arc all the Notions we are able to frame 
of Unity and DiſtinfFion, then God muſt be 
One and 7hree in ſome way or manner not con- 
ccivable by Human Underſtanding. 

Firſt then, let us ſee how and 1a what man- 
ner God can be One and Three, according to 
thoſe Notions our Souls have framed 'of Unity 
and Diſtint7ion. 

And here 'tis granted on all hands, that 
nothing can be One and 7hree in the Jarwe man- 
ner and reſpef? : We cannot conceive a thing 
robe in One determinate Poſition or U7z, and 
in Three ſeparate U77's all at once; We cannot 
conceive that One Principle or Nature ſhould 
be but One, and yet Three different Principles 
or Natures too ;* or that any Object ſhould be 
truly and adequately repreiented to any Mind 
or Underſtanding under One Idea, and truly 
and adequarely repreſented under Three diffe- 
rent Idea's. "Tis impoſſibleto believe any thing 
of this kind, becauſe it implics a plain Con- 
tradiction to the cleareſt and molt certain 
knowledge we can have of Unity and Diftin- 
ion ; ſo that if One may be Three in the ſame 
reſpe'tis One, then One and Three muſt ſtand 
for other Idea's than we conceive when we 
pronouncetheſe words; and if ſo, they ought to 
have other names,and nor be call'd Oxe and Zhree. 

Since therefore we cannot ſay, that God is 
One and Three inthe ſame reſpet#; in the _— 

place 
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place let us Enquire, In what different reſpett® 
this may be affirmed of him. Now, as tothe 
Unity of God, this is caſtiy believed and ac- 
knowledged, as being very agreeable to all our 
other_ Notions of the Deity. The chief diffi- 
culty lyes-in afligning the Diſt;n@ion: In at- 
tempting which, the beſt and cleareſt way of 
proceeding will be by going over the ſeveral 
kinds of Diſtinion before-mentioned. 

I will begin with that of Potion: And here 


"tis plain at firſt ſight that we cannor poſſibly 


conceive God under any difference of Pofrtion ; 
we cannot exclude Omnipotence from any ima- 
ginable point of ſpace: "Tis the limited Pow- 
ers and Facultics of created Beings which are 
the Foundation of all Local Diſtinition: And 
therefore when we endeavour to repreſent God 
to our thoughts in this manner, we conſider 
him as Omnipreſent ; ana I can no more con- 
ceive Three Omnipreſents, than I can conceive 
Thrce ſtrait Lines drawn berwcen the ſame 
Points. 

Bur though there can be but One nndivided 
Omnipreſence, may there not be Three Infinite Be- 
ingsCo-equal to one another,and Commenſurateto 
One Infinite Space > This-is far above my Con- 
ception too: Zxfinite. \wallows up all my 
thoughts. Whateyer Idea we apply this Term 
Infinitexo, I think ir impoſlible to apply it to 
another of the ſame Denomination : As for 
Example ;. If I apply it toPower, I cannot _ 

ider 
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ſider it as applicable ro more than One Infinite 
Power: For Infinite Power includes all the 
Poſlibilities of Action ; ſo that to conceive 
more than One Intinire Power, would be to 
conceive more Power rhan is poſlible ; which 
is a groſs and palpable Abturdity, And there« 
fore we cannot conceive 7hree Infinite Beings 
——— from one another, any more than 
hree Infinite Powers, or Three Infinite Spaces, 
becauſe all Di/tin&o implies ſome Limitation, 
and Limitation 15 a Contradiction to 7nfinity. 
We can indeed conceive Infinite Power, as in 
ſome manner bounded by Infinite Wifdom, 
Juſtice, Mercy, or the like; bur in no wiſe 
as limited by any other Power. We cannor 
therefore conceive one Infinite Being as boun- 
ded by another Infinite Being ; for then we 
ſhould conceive one Infinite Power limited by 
another Power, and the like of all orher Artri- 
butes, which are the ſame in both : For the 
Notion of an /»finite Being includes in it all 

the imaginable kinds of /nfinite Perfettion. 
Bur if -we-ſay, there are Three Infinite Be- 
ings, and all the Perfedtions of each arc coin- 
cident , what ground can we have for ſuch 4 
Diſtin#tion 2 Nor {o much, to uſe the former 
Inſtance, as for that of three ſtrait Lines 
between the ſame Points; for there the diffe- 
rent times of deſcribing the ſame Line may in 
ſome manner help us to form a confuſed Con- 
ception of different Lines : Burt ris nor in the 
Power 
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Power of the Soul to repreſent to its ſelf Three 
Eternal Beings of Coincident Ferfettions. Here's 
nothing for the Imagination to lay hold of, 
no manner of ground to deceiye our ſelves 
into a confuſed belicf of fuch a DiſtinRion. 
And therefore I do not ſee how 'cis poflible 
for us to believe there are Three diftinit Prin« 
ciples or Natures all of the ſame Infinite Per- 
feAtions, which together we call God. 

And if there be but One Omnipreſent, Infi- 
nitely Perfeit Bring, how can he be truly and 
fully repreſented ro any Mind under 7hyee 
different Idea's > The Truth of an Idca con- 
ſilts in its Agreement and Conformity to the 
Original it repreſents; And if fo, how is't 
poſſible there ſhould be Three Ideca's cxatly 
and adequately conformable to the ſame Ori- 
ginal, and yet different from one another ? 
Either rheſe Differences found in the Idea's 
are not in the real Pattern, and then the Re- 
preſentation is falſe; or they are, and rhen rhe 
Unity of the Object is deſtroyed. 

"Tis true indeed, we do often apply diffe- 
rent Idea's to the ſame individual Obje; bur 
theſe are cither Partial and Inadequate Concep- 
tions 'of the Nature and Eſſence of it ; or Ex- 
preſſive of ſomething Acceſſory and Extrinſecal 
to the Nature of the thing, fuch as Modes, 
Circumſtances, and Relations, 

Thote Partial Conceptions we frame of the 
Divine Nature are what we call the S——_ 
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of God: Which, how different ſoever from 
one another in our thoughts, are all neceſſa- 
rily included in the ſimple Idea of God; and 
therefore cannot be the ground of ſuch a Di- 
ſtintion as we arc now cnquiring after. For 
when I ſay, that God is Holy, Wiſe, or 
Powerful, I only ſay that explicitly and in part, 
which I faid implicitly and in full, when I pro- 
nounced the Name of God ; and the meaning 
of ſuch Propoſitions is no more but this, That 
a Holy, Wiſe, Powerful Being, of all other 
Infinite PerfeRions,is Holy, Wiſe, Powerful, &c. 
All which Perfections, though conſidered ſe- 
parately under different Appearances by our 
imperfect Faculties, being really but one ſimple 
Idea, can be applyed to but one Single Perſon 
in the firſt ſenſe of the word Ferſon, as it ſig- 
nifies a particular 7ztelligent Being, Nature, or 
Principle ; and that for the Reaſons juſt now 
mentioned concerning the Conformity of Idea's 
with their Patterns. 

From whence it follows, that according to 
the Notiens: we are capable of framing of CU- 
vity and Djſtinition, which I have particularly 
examined,: with Reference to the Holy Trini- 
ty, all the Perſonal DiſtiniFion we can conceive 
in the Deiry muſt be founded upon ſome Ac- 
ceſlory Idea's Extrinſecal ro the Divine Na- 
cure; a certain Combination of which Idea's 
makes-up the Second Notion ſignified by rhe 
wagd Perſen. 
And 
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And if we fairly-and imparrially Examine 
our own Thoughts upon rhis Subject, we ſhall 
find, rhat, when we name Go! the Father, we 
conceive the Idea of God fo far as we are ca- 
pable of conceiving it, as Ating {oa and fo, 
under fuch Reſpec?s and Relations ; and when 
we name God the Son, we conceive nothing 
elſe but-the fame Idea of God over again un- 
der diffexent Retations ; and fo likewiſe of the 
Foly Gheft. 

But if this be all rhac is meant by Trinity 
in Unity, Three Perſons, and One God, wherc 
is that ftupendous Myſtery ſo much reveren- 
ccd and adored by tome? Whar becomes of 
the great Difficulty and Obſcuriry complained 
of by others 2 What is it that has puzzled rhe 
Underſtandings, and ftaggered the Faith of fo 
many Learned and Inquifitive Men in all Ages 
ſince this-DoQtrine was firlt delivered 2 Thus 
is an invincible Prejudice againſt the Account 
now given, and indeed againſt any other Ex- 

lication whatſoever that has nothing in it 
nr to be underſtood, or believed : For how 

can it be imagined that what has paſſed for a 
Myſtery theſe Sixteen Hundred Years, ſhould 
now at laſt be comprehendcd as plainly as a 
commonordinary Notion? 

Bur if this Account of the 77:inity be roo caſte, 
and falls far ſhort of thoſe High Expreſſions of 
DiſtinAtion found in Scripture ( as I think ir 


docs ) and no other grounded upon any No- 
rions 
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tions our Souls have framed of Unity and D;- 
4 /findion can be true or conſiſtent (as I have 
+ before particularly proved) then it neceſſarily 
© follows, that God muſt be One and Three in 
2 ſome way or manner not conceivable by Hu- 
; mane Underſtanding. 

And what we are to believe in this caſe is 
+ the SubjeRt of my next Enquiry ; which I am 
" cliged may very eaſily ad ea be re- 


2 ſolved : For if we are fully ſatisfied from Res» 


velation , that theſe Terms, One and Three, 


| may, and ought to be affirmed of God, bur 


| not in any ſenſe of the words we are here in 
this preſent ſlate capable of conceiving ; And 

moreover, if it be true, as I have already 

ſhewn it is, that we can believe a thing no 

farther than we underſtand the Terms in which 

it is propoſed to us; 'tis plain from hence rhar 

all we can poſlibly believe in the matter of rhe 
Trinity is, That One and the ſame God is Three 
in: ſome way or manner we are not able to 
comprehend. And it we are {ure we cannot 
comprehend what this DiſtinRion is whereby 
God is Three, in vain do we look out for 
Terms to expreſs {omerhing which we haye 
no manner of Conception of. Whatever words 
we ule, whether Perſon, Hypoſtafts, or any 0- 
ther we can invent, or Languages furniſh us 
with, they all fignific rhe ſame rhing; char 1s, 
{ome kind of Diſtinition we do not under- 
ſtand, And we may rack our Thoughts, tire 
OUT 
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our Imaginations, and break all the Fibres of 
our Brain, and yet never be able to deliver our 
ſelves clearer. - | 
1! All therefore that we can know of the Tri- 
nity by Reaſen, can amount to no more than 
an O!fcure Crnfns'd Knonlcaze, which we are for- 
ced to expreſs in General and AFfiradted Terms, 
becauſe we arc ftreno other reach our thoughts, 
though theſe arc not ſufficient to explain all 
we-mean by them. 
Nor is this to be wonder'd at, that we ſhould 


have confuſed Notions of things which no 


particular Idea's our Minds arc furniſh'd with 
can render clearer to us: For if we conſider 
the Degrees and Limits of our Knowledge, and 
take a ſiri& Survey of our whole ſtock” of 
Thoughts, we ſhall find there are very few 
things that we know fully and diſtinQly. 
Moit of our Notions difter only as more or 
lefs confuſ:d, more or leſs geheral. There is a 
certain Scale of Knowledpe, © wherein every 
thing is {o fitted and proportioned to: our Fa- 
culries, that we cannot deſtend below fuch a 
cdeterminate'pitch in our Conceptions or Expli- 
cations of any Object propoltd to us. 

As for inſtance ; ſuppoſe a Blind Man has 
a defire to kfiny:iwhar Colour is; tis certain 
he can never ft a true diſtin Idea of it : 
bur yet he is tapable of a general confuſed 
Knowledge, which wants but one degree of 
Particularity t& Þe clear and perfect Concep- 
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tion. He may know that Colour is not any 
Subſtanse, bur tome Mode or Determination 
which owes its Exiſtence and Support to fome 
other Bcing ; that it is nor, Extenfion, .or any 
other Accident-or Quality perccivable by any 
of the Senſes he enjoys : He may further be 
made to underſtand, thar it is ſome kind of 
Senſation , produced by the impretlion of @- 
ther Bodies upon that part.of a Man we 
call th: Eye, . which other Men perceive 
though he does not. Now is plain that ſuch 
a Man knows a great deal of the Nature of 
Colour, more by far than any other Blind 
Man who has not made the {ame Enquiries 
and Reflexions abour ir; and ſo much as will 
{ecure him from having any other Idea im» 
poled upon him for that of Colour, which'is 
{o diſtinguiſhed and circumſtantiated to him, 
that, ſhould he now receive. his ſight, he 
would prefently acknowledge the marks be- 
fore deſcribed to him: And yet after all, it 
may be truly ſaid, while he continues blind,rhar 
he has no manner. of Idea of Colour, becauſe 
he -has-no diſtinct Idea of that particular kind 
of Scnlation to which his general Idea's are 
applyed : And therefore he can go no lower 
in ; his Explications of the Notion -he has of 
Colour: For if he explains jr. by any Senſa- 
tion which he receives from his other Senſgs, 
the-Idea's he has then in his Mind are indeed 
more particular and diſtin, but the Judg- 
D 2 ment 
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ment he makes upon them nuſt be utterly 
falſe; whereas before, his Knowledge was only 
general and confuſed, but pu rrue. 

l 


I have made choice of this plain, familiar 
Inſtance of Senſe, ro ſhew the unreaſonable- 
nels of thoſe who in higher Speculations com- 
plain that the Terms brought to explain them 
are t00 general and abſtratted ; and demand a 
further explication of what we cannot poſſibly 
know beyond ſuch a degree of Particularity, 
which the Terms already mage uſe of do 
exprels. 

in vain therefore, and —_— are weurged 
to explain the DeeFrinz of the Trinity more par- 
ticularly, when we have brought it down to 
the utmoſt Parciculariry we are capable of con- 
ceiving, and ar the {ame time freely acknows- 
ledge, we don't know it fo diſtinctly as ris 
capable of being known. __ 

For then only is the Uſe of gezeral abſtradted 
Terms to be condemned, , either when the Sub- 
ject we are upon will admir;of a 'more patrti- 
cular and fen{tble Explication ;. or, if it will 
not, when by too much Refining and Abſtract» 
ing, we deceive our fſelyes, : and think ſome 
Terms we have found out make the Thing 
clear to us, tho' we have not really more di- 
ſtint Conceptions of it than we had before, 


and at the ſame time theſe very Terms make 


it more obſcure and dithcult to others. And 
this is what 1 remarked betore as a Prejudice 
to 
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to be avoided in an impartial Search after 
Truth. : | 

But ſo long as we acknowledge our ſelvesto 
have only a general confuſed Notion of the Trinity, 
or of ſuch a 7hree-fold Diſtin#tion inthe Godhead, 
as is conſiſtent with the Unity of the Divine 
Nature, we may be allowed to explain this 
Notion in general abſtrafFed Terms ; becauſe we 
lay no greater a Streſs upon the 7erms than 
they will truly bear, and —_—_ only a Faith 
proportionate to our Anowledee; that is, a 
general confuſed Faith, which we expect a clearer 
and more diſtinct Revelation of hereafter. 

And thus I have diſpatched the firſt Branch 
of my main Diſcourle, wherein I propoſed to 
conſider how far 'twas poſſible for us to believe 
a Trinity. 


I come now to my Second General Enquiry, 
viz. What it is the Scripture requires us to be- 
lieve in this Matter 2 For a diſtin Refolu- 
tion of which Queſtion, I ſhall obſerye the 
following Method : 

Firf, | ſhall barely and poſitively lay down 
the DoQrine of the Trinity, fo far as { judge 
it expreſly contained in Scriprure. 

Secondly , 1 hall cndeayour to prove the 
Truth of what 1 aſlerr. 

Thirdly, 1ſhail conſider the particular Ads 
ditional Explications thar have or may be 
given of the Scripture-Account of this Article. 
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1. In ipcaking to the Firſt, jt muſt be al- 
lowed, that there is no fuch. Propoſition as 
this, Thar One and the ſame Ged is Three difft- 
rent Perſons ; formally, and 4#;;Zexms, to be 
found in the Sacred Writings eirher of the 
Old or New Teftam:at : Neither is it pretended 
that there 15 any. Word of the fame Significa- 
tion or Importance with the Word Trinity, 
uſed in Scripture, with relation to God. There 
is one Text indeed which plainly enough af- 
firms, without the help of Inference or De- 
duction, that Ged is Three and One : Butthis 
being a diſputed Paſſage, and no where elſe 
repeated in the fame or the like Terms, 1 
{hall nor inſiſt upon it. Nor do I think ſuch 
a Trinity as we profels to believe, ſtands much 
in necd of the. Support of this Text; the 
Matter and Subject of our Faith in this Point 
being frequently, largely, and circumſtanrially 
mcnrioned ; and, as it appears to me; . inter» 
woven 4nto the very Deſign of che Scriptures. 

Now the Summ of all that:che Scriptures 
plainly and expreſly teach concerning a 7 rivity, 
1s this : ; Thar therc is but One. avty God, the 
Auchor and Maker of All. Things ;, but chat 
2a? God ought to. be acknowledged and ado- 
red. by us, under» thole Three different Titles 
or Characters of Father, Son, and. Floly Ghoſt. 
Which Terms, whatever they fignifie, accor- 
ding to my Judgment, upon a fair and new 
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tial Conſideration of all Circumſtances thar 
can determine their Senſe, are evidently ap- 
plied ro God in many Places of Holy Writ; 
and conſequently are truly and properly ap- 
plicable ro him. 


2. The Proof of which Afſertion is the Se- 
cond Thing I undertook. ' * 

Bur here I find my {elf foreſtalled by the 
ſucceſsful Endeavours of 2 great'many Learned 
Men, who have carcfully and nicely exami- 
ned - every Text that can be brought, cither 
for rhe Eſtabliſhmenr, or Confurarion of the 
Dodtrine of the Trinity. I thall not there- 
fore trouble my Reader with a particular de- 
rail of all rheir Arguments; bur only acquainr 
him truly and fairly what were the chief Mo- 
tives which influenced and diſpoſed me to 
make-ſuch a judgment as I have, juſt before, 
declared. 

Now'the Reaſons which determined my 
Opinion in this Matter, were-{uch as freely 
oltered themſelves upon an nnprejudiced read- 
ing of Scripture,” and conſidering: the Deſign, 
Connexion, and Analogy of choſe Writings : 
And1 am apt'to believe, if any Man elle rook 
the ſame Method, and conſidered Things ro- 
gether, and not only in looſe Texts and Paſ- 
{ages, the firſt Reſult of his Thoughts would 
be rhe ſame, vis. That theſe Terms, Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, muſt all be fo under- 
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ſtood, as to include the ſame God in theic 
Significationz and that any other Senſe or 
Explication of the Words, would be atrended 
with greater Difficulties. 

Bur, this being a Reflexion which is founded 


upon the Agreement and Coherence of all the 


Parts of Scripture, 'rwould be a very improper 
and ineffeQual Deſign to go about to confirm 
the Truth of ir from ſome particular Paſſages. 
Omirtting therefore all thoſe Texts, which are 
a great many, where any of theſe Terms, Fa- 
ther, Son, or Holy Ghoſt, appear to be direCt- 
ly affirmed of God, according to a fair Con- 
ſtruction of the Words, I ſhall only obſerve 
Two or Three Paſſages from rhe Hiſtory of 
our Saviour and his Goſpel , which, to my 
Apprehenſion,, do as ſtrongly prove what [ 
have advanced as the moſt formal Expreſlions, 
and are leſs liable to be peryerred by the Cri- 
ticiſms of Language. 


The Firſt Obſervation I have: to make, 
concerns the common Forms of Baptiſm, Sa- 
Intation, and Bleſſinz, uſed in ſeveral Places of 
the New Teſtament. 

Now theſe are Matters no' way controvert- 
ed : That our Saviour commanded his Di- 
{ciples to go and teach all Nations, baptizing 
them in the Name of th: Father, Son. and Holy 
Ghoſt. That St. Faul makes uſe of ſuch Sas 
Jutations as thele : 7The Lerd be with your; The 
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Grace of opr. Lord Feſus Chriſt be with you all 3 
Grace be, to you, and Peate from God the” Fa- 
ther, and from our Lord Jeſu Chriſt :: 'And 
particularly that he cloſes his Second- Epiſtle 
to the Corinthians with this larger and fuller 
Bleſſing ; 7he Grace of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
and the Love of God, and the Cynmunitn of 
the Holy Ghoſt be with you all. From Whence 
I infer, that all theſe Terms, Father, So#, and 
Holy Ghoſt, ſignifie God; becauſe'l "cannot 
poſſibly conceive, 'tis agreeable ro rhe Nature 
of the Chriſtian Religion, that rhe Miniſters 
of it ſhould Teach, Baptize, or Bleſs the Peo- 
ple in any other Name but God's. 

Ir cannot be. imagined but the People muſt 
equally believe in thoſe, in whoſe Names they 
are Baptized or Bleſsd: They muſt believe 
that thoſe, who are calld upon to: beſtow 
Graces and Ble{lings upon them, are able to 
give what they are called upon for. And 
whatever is meant by Baptizing in the Name 
of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt , it ſeems 
very plain that theſe Three are all equally 
concerned in whar's done .in that Sacrament. 
Whether by this Form of Baptiſm be ſignified 
on the Miniſter's Part; the Authority, or Come 
miſſion by which he acts in his Adminiſtration; 
or whether on the Part of the Perton” bapti- 
zed, be meant any Acknowledgement or Confeſſion, 
Submiſſion or Dedication of himſelf; or whether 
this Phraſe in th: Namz, or, (according to the 
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Greek) into the Name, docs imply all this, and 
more; the whole Force and Importance of the 
Expreſſion, docs in the ſame Extent belong to 
Father, Son, and Fely Ghoſt. The Power and 
Authority here received, is derived from- all 
Three : They are all to be acknowledged 1s 
Anthoys of our Salvation ; all infallible, and to 
be believed in what .chey Teach z:haye all rhe 
fame Title to our Sztmiſſion and Obedience, 
and are Joint-Partics in that Covenant* we 
make in Baptiſm. 

The Inference from hence is very Plain and 
Eaſie : That if axy 07: of cheſe Terms ſignifie 
God, they mult al Three ſignifie-God, they 
muſt all Three ſignifie one and the ſame 
God; for God is but One. Now thar the Or 
Supreme God, the Lord and Maker- of all 
Things, is here meant by the Word: Father, 
is a Thing not queſtioned ; and therefore Soy, 
and Holy Ghoſt, are Terms expreſlive -of the 
{fame Divine Nature. | 

Should we but ſuppoſe the contrary, That 
by Sox was meant only a mer Man, or ſome 
Heavenly Bring, of higheſt Rank under God ; 
and by Holy Ghoſt was ſignified only ſome 
created Spirit, inferior to the Son, or the Power, 
Efficacy, Love, Favour, or Vertue of God, how 
ſtrange would fuch a Form of Baptiſm appear? 
t Baptizs thee in 'the Name of God, Peter the 
Apoſtle, and the Power or Love of God; or, 
T Baiptize thee in the Name of God, Michael - 

Arch 
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Archangel, and Raphael a Miniſtring Spirit. 
There needs no more but a bare Mention of 
{uch an Expoſition to ſhew the Falſhood of it: 
What abſurd Conſequences may be drawn 
from it, I (hall leaye to every Man's particular 
Reflexion. 


Another Thing which mightily confirmed 
me in this Belief, that the Father, Son, and 
Zoly Ghoſt, io often named in Scripture, are 
One and the ſame God, under thoſe Zhree diffe- 
rent Appellations, was this ; Thar the Sox, who 
is the ſame with-him that is in other Places 
called the Lord, and the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and 
ſomerimes only Feſus, or Chriſt, was worſhip'd 
with a Religious Worſhip by 'thoſe that follow- 
ed him and embraced his Goſpel : For if He 
that was called the So» of God, or Chriſt, was 
thus to be worſhip'd, it plainly and evidently 
follows from hence, according to all the No- 
tions we have of God and Religion, cither 
from Nature or Revelation, that the Son was al- 
lo God, the ſame true and onlyGod with the Pather. 

And if the Sox be allowed -ro be God as 
well as the Father, it will be cafily admitted 
that the Holy Ghoſt is fo too, who appears in 
Scripture inveſted with all the ſame CharaQters 
of Divinity : For Father, Son, and Zoly Ghoſt, 
are as conhiſtent- with the Cnity of the _— 
as Father and So only; - and beſides, there” 
greater difficulty in conceiying the Sen to 57 
God, 
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God, than the Holy Ghoſt, becauſe of his Z7u- 
man Nature. But that He was God manifeſt in 
the Fleſh, is, 1 ſay, apparent from the divine 
Worſhip that was pay 'd to him: For that God 
only is to be worſhip'd, is an evident Principle, 
as well as an indiſpenſable Duty ; and I can 
as ſoon believe a thing to be, and not to be, as 
that any thing that is 79 God ſhould be wor- 
ſhipped as God. 
ow that Chriſt received the Honour and 
Worſhip due ro God only, is plain from a- 
bundance of Places of Scripture, where we 
find he was not only adored with all the 
outward Expreſſions of Reverence and Devotion, 
bur confeſs'd and acknowledged to be God by 
an Application of che Divine Attributes to him, 
ſuch as agree only ro God, and are incom- 
municable to any other, as might be proved 
at large if it had not been done already : But 
this being fully inſiſted upon by others, I ſhall 
only name Two Paſſages to this Purpoſe ; the 
one, Phil. 4.13. the other, As 7. 59. which, 
if there were no other, are of themſelves ſuf- 
ficient to ſhew what the Faith of the firſt Chri- 
ſtians was : For who, bur one that believed 
that Chriſt was God, could ſay with St. Pal, 
I can do all things through Chriſt that ſtrength- 
neth me ; or, with St. Stephen, at the inſtant 
of Death, cry out, Lord Feſus receive my Spirit. 
From theſe, and many other Texts, it ſeems 


plain to me, that Chriſt was worthipped, and 
acknows- 
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acknowledged as God ; and that therefore he 
ought ſo to be worſhipped, and acknowledged, 
we havchave all the ſame Reaſons to believe, 
as we have that the Scriptures are True; the 
Eſtabliſhment of a Falſe Worſhip being a 
Thorough Diſproof of the Authority that 
Commands it. 

Suppoling therefore the Truth of the Scrip- 
tures, there's no way of eluding this Argu- 
ment, but by giving another Interpretation to 
all thoſe Places which ſeem to aſcribe Divine 
Honour to Chriſt ; which can no otherwiſe 
be done, than by framing a particular Diale& 
for this Purpoſe, and giving new Significati- 
ons to words, when applied ro our Saviour, 
which they never had before, when uſed upon 
other Occaſions. 


I ſhall not enter upon a particular Proof of 

this, but paſs onto 
Another Argument I obſery'd from Scripture, 
which gave me further Aſſurance of the Divi- 
nity of the Son, and conſequently of the Truth 
of the whole Propoſition before advanced; and 
that is, The Character of Jeſus Chriſt confide- 
red meerly as a Man. Now 'tis certain, that 
the Man Chriſt Feſus, the Son of David, accor- 
ding to the Fleſh, is repreſented by all the Evan- 
geliſts as having his Converſation in this World 
with all Lowline(s, and Humility, and with 
perſe Holineſs, and Unblameableneſs of Life : 
And 
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And it is not imaginable, that a 'Perſon ' of 
this Character ſhould have ſuffered any Titles 
to have been given him, any Honour or Re(- 
pect to have been pay'd him, which were not 
itrily and indiſpenſably due to him; much 
leſs have taken the Honour and Worſhip, pe- 
culiar to God only,to Himſelf,if he had nor been 
infallibly conſcious that of a Truth Ged dwelt 33 
him. |} cannot pothibly conceive, that one, 
whodeclined all Appearance of Grandeur, Do- 
minion, and Authoriry, ſhould have allowed 
of any thing that look'd like Worſhip, or Ado- 
ration, or might have been miſtaken for it ; 
or that He, who knew he was belieyed ro be 
the Son of 'God, in ſuch a Senſe as ſome 
thought Blaſphemy, would not have unde- 
ceived his Followers, and juſtifed himſelf to 
his Enemies, had he nor really been what *rwas 
Blaſphemy to have prerended to be, if he 
were nor. 

I might eafily purſue theſe Reflexions a great 
deal furcher, and bring more Arguments ro 
confirm the truth of what I have afjerted, that 
theſe Names or Titles of Father So», and Fol; 
Gho#t arc applycd in Scripture ro rhe One 7rue 
God; bur | judge it altogether -unneceſiary, 
not only becauſe it has been fully made our 
alrcady- in- feverall fer Diſcourſes upon this 
Subject, but. becauſe-ir. is-fo plainly and ex- 
preily revealed, that I am verily  perſwaded 
every Manthar reads would believe, were it nc? 
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for the Additional Explications (uclr a Belief is 
charged with. 


3. Whichis the next thing ro be conſidered : 
And indeed Here lyes the whole Difficulry of 
the matter, the main Strefs of the Controverlſic. 
For that God ſhould be called Father, Son, and 
Foly Gho#t, is as calily to be believed, as that 
he ſhould be called Adonai,Flohim,and Jehovah ; 
Thar the ſame thing ſhould be fignified and 
expreſſed by ſeveral names, is no fiich in- 
credible Myſtery: Bur if we allow that theſe 
Terms, Father, Son, and Foly Gho#, are all 
applyed ro God in Scripture, 'tis not thought 
{ufficient to ſay, that theſe are three ſeyeral 
Names which fſignific God; bur we are fur- 
ther required to believe that God is One and 
Three, the ſame God, but three different Flypoſtaſes 
or Perſons; And that One of th:ſ: Three Flypeſtaſes 
or Perſons, is both God and Man. Theſeare the 
hard ſayings which puzzle ſome Mens Under- 
ſtandings, and make themchulſcrather to wreſt 
and pervert the plaineſt Texts, than admit ſuch 
ſeemingly inconſiſtent Conlequences. 


Here | therefore I ſhall Examine, what 
grounds there are in Scripture for ſuch an 
Expoſition : 

And what we are obliged from thence to be- 
lieve when we exprels our Faith in this parti- 
cular manner, | 


Fir 
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Firſt then, as to theſe forms of Expreſſion, 
Thar God i One and Three, &c. It is to be ob- 
ſerved, that theſe Names, Father, Son, and 
Holy Gho#, arc applyed to God 1. Scripture 
in a different way from what any of his other 
Names are: For the Other Names of God fip- 
nifie only Partial Corceptions of the Divine Na- 
ture, ſuch as Self-Exiſtence, Power, &c. and 
are all contained within the ſame Idea of God ; 
and ſoarc indifferently uſed upon any occaſion 
co expreſs rhe whole Idea of God to which 
they belong, which is the ſame under every 
denomination. Theſe therefore cannot be the 
Foundation ofany diſtinion in the Godhead : 
Bur Father, Son, and Foly Gheſt, according to 
eur way of conceivinz things, ſignifie ſomething 
£*xtriaſecal and Acceſſory to the Divine Nature, 
as muchas we know of the Divine Nature by 
reaſon ; the whole Idea of God being conceived 
as full and compleart before the application of 
theſe Terms; And though all of them are ſe- 
parately and together affirmed of God, yet 
each of them in ſo peculiar a manner, that there 
are ſeveral occalions where when one of theſe 
terms is uſed with relation to God , *rwould be 
improper to uſe either of the other. From 
whence it follows, that theſe three Names of 
God, Father, Son, and Eoly Ghoſt, muit de- 
note a three-fold difference and diſt indtion be- 


longing to God; but ſach as is confiftent with 
| | the 
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the Unity and Simplicity of the Divine Nature, 
For each of theſe Names includes rhe whole 
Idea we have .of God and ſomething more ; 
ſo far as they expreſs the Nature of God, they 
all adequately and exactly fignifie the ſame ; 
tis the additional ſipnihcarion which makes 
all the diſtin&tion berwixt them. 

What particular #1nd or manner of diſtinction 
this is, is not expreſicd in Scripture ; bur ſince 
the Church has chought fit to aſiign a Name 
for it, that of Perſon teems to me as proper 
and agrecable to the whole Tenor and Defign 
of the Holy Writings, as any other that could 
have been choſen for ther purpoſe. For Fa- 
ther, Son, and Fly Ghoſt, whether we conſider 
the Primitive {ente and intention of the words, 
the general and conſtant uſe of them, or rhe 
particular Connexion and Circumſtances in 
which they arc mentioned in Scripture, have 
plainly a /erſonal Siznification ; each of them, 
without any figure of Speech, being derermi- 
ned to ſignifie ſome intellizent Being Acting in 
ſuch a manner as is there related. 

There needs no Proof of this, the plain 
diſtintion of Perſons imported by thols Terms 
being the chief Argumenc made ule of to ſhew 
that they cannot all be applied ro God, but 
muſt neceſlarily ſignific Three diftiaiF Brings : 
But that they are all applied fo God in Scrip- 
ture, has been proved already ; And therefore 
Fath:r, Son, and Holy Ghoſt may be conſidered 
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as Perſons or Perſonal Charafers, which do not 
imply any diftindFion of Being or Nature. 

The Greeks are ſuppoſed to have meant 
the ſame by Zypoſtaſis as we do by Perſon, 
Heb. 1.3. - his word being ſomerimes the very 

Tranſlation of the other ; And if ſo, 
there's the ſame ground for the uſe of both : But 
if they meant any thing elſe, they could hardly 
have fo good Warrant for it from Revelation. 


Now, that one of theſe Perſons or Hypoſta- 


(es ſhould be oth God and Man, there 1s this 


Foundation in the Scriptures for. He who is 
there calle the Sox of God, did certainly ap- 
pear in the likeneſs of Men, being in all re- 
{pets, Sin only excepred, truly and properly 
Man; as his Birth, Neceſſities, Sufferings, and 
Death ſufficiently teſtifie. Tis certain alſo 
that the ſame Jeſus Chriſt, who was called the 
Son of Ged, and was made in the likeneſs of 
Man, is affirmed by St. Paul, Phil. iii. 7, 8. to 
have been in the form of God, when he took 
the Nature of Man upon him. 

Bur beſides this and many other Texts to 
the ſame eifet, *ris plain, from what before 
has been proved, thav God did ſuffer himſelf 
to be worſhipped and adored i» and Ly the 
Aan Chriſt Feſus : The leaſt thar can be infer- 
red from which 1s, that God was more 1imme- 
diately and peculiarly preſ-at in Chriſt, than 
ever he is faid to haye been any where elle: 
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As in the Heavess, Jewiſh Temple, between th: 
Cherubims, in Prophets and Foly Men, who 
ſpake as they were moved by the Spirit of 
God. What created Object was ever allowed 
co intercept the Worſhip paid to God, or ſhare 
with him in it 2 Were the Heavens, the Temple, 
the Cherubim or Prophets to be adored? Nay, 
has not God taken a particular care to pre- 
ſerve Men from Idolatry, by forbidding them 
to Worſhip him i» or by any ſenſible Repre- 
ſentation? Did not the Apoſiles, who wor- 
ſhip'd Chriſt, forbid others ro Worſhip Men 
of like Paſſions with themlelves, As 14. 15. 
commanding them to direct all their Deyoti- 
ons to the Living God, who mad: Heaven and 
Earth > How then can we ſuppoſe that Chriſt 
was only a meer Man, or ſome other Creature, 
and not rather believe that he had the Fulnz(* 
of the Godhead dwelling in him bodily? 

Bur here it is Objected ; How can God and 
Man be united? And to this I mutt fairly 
Anſwer, that I cannor tcil. I have confeſſed 
already in the Account I have given of the 
Notions of Unity and Dif{iaFion, that I have 
not any juſt or diſtin&t Conceptions of the 
Union of Spiritual Beings, either with Bodbves, 
or With one 4z0th-;r; Bur rhis I will venture to 
ſay, that | can as well conceive God and 2M 
together #ndrr oe 1d:4, ar onc view, as I can 
conceive a Soy! and Boay fo united. 
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All that I know of the Tnion of the Son! 
and Body is; that there is fome Intelligent 
Power that makes ule of the Organs of my 
Body, and Acts in conjunCtion with the Mo- 
tions there produced. And I may as well 
conſider God united to Hr, when he fo As 
by the Miniſtry and Operation of Man, that 
the Actions of God {cem conveyed to us the 
{ame way as the Actions of one Man are to 
another. Had thoſe who upon ſome occali- 
ons ſpake by the extraordinary Aſliſtance of 
a Divine Power been conſtantly fo directed, 
and aſſiſted, how could they have diflinguiſh- 
ed the Motions of thiir Souls from the Im- 
preſſions of God > And if they could nor, why 
ſhould nor we think ſuch an Fxtrarrdinary 
Power as this as much united to fuch Men, 
as that Common Ordinary Forer we call the 
Soul is to thole Bodies in which ir acts and 
exerts it felt ? 

$00 have been of Opinion, that what we 
call the Soxl, is nothing clſe but a conſtant re- 
gular Inſpiratics, or a determinate Concurrence 
of God Aimighty with fuch and fuci Mori- 
ons and Capacitics of Matter : Bur whether 
rhis be ſo or no, as 1nofſt probably it is nor, 
it ſeems to me very plain from Scripture, that 
{uch a Power that we aicribe to God, did as 
Corftantly and Regoniarly AR in and throuzh 
Chiift, as the Human Soul is perceived to do 
in any other Man: as appcars from his abſo- 
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lute ſecurity from all manner of Sin and Error, 
from his conſtant knowledge of the Thoughts 
and Deſigns of Men, and the Will and De- 
crees of God; and from his Readineſs and A- 
bility ro work Miracles at any time, and up- 
on any occaſion. All which are manifeſt To- 
kens of an uninterrupted Preience and Con- 
currence of the Deity : Eipecially if we con- 
fider the Calmnels and Evenacls of Spirit ob- 
ſervable in our Saviour, cntirely free from all 
the tranſports of over-ruling impreiiions, Tis 
a further Argument char he did nor receive 
che Spirit of God at tim: s, or Ly m:aſur2; but 
was as conſcious of all the Divine Perfettions 
in himſelf as a Man is conſcious of his own 
Thoughts. 

Such are the Grounds we find in Scripture 
for thoſe particular Explications of the Trinity 
before-mentioncd. 


In the nexr plac?, we are to Enquire what 
the Scriprures nece!larily oblige us to belieye 
in this Point. 

But before this Queſtion can be reſolved, 
there are two things ro be premiſed : 


That whacever Articles of Faith are ab- 
{olurely neceilary to Salvation, all Perions of 
every Rank and Condition are equally obliged 
to believe them. There 15 nor one Religion 
tor the Peaſant, and another for the Scholar : 
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We have the ſame general Rule to walk by, 
though particular Obligations may be greater 
or leſſer, fewer or more, according to diffe- 
rent Circumſtances and Relations. And what- 
ever Principles and Duties are of general Ne- 
ceflity, ought to be ſo plainly revealed, as to 
be eaſily underſtood by ordinary Capacities 
upon a fair and careful Examination. 


2. That in order to this end ir ſeems to 
have been the Deſign of the Scriprures to re- 
preſent God in a ſenſible manner ; though at 
the ſame time they take care to aſſure us that 
God is itt his own Nature a Being of difte- 
rent Perfetions not conceivable by Human 
Underſtanding ; And is thus repreſented only 
in cendeſcention to our weakneſs, for the 
help: and aſſiſtance of our Deyotion. So that 
all Expreflions of this kind, where God is 
the Subject, are ro be underſtood in a hizher 
and more Spiritual ſenſe, bur ſtill with ſome 
Analogy to what they properly and uſually ſig- 
nifie. Thus, ro uſe a common Inſtance, when 
"ris (aid, that God /coks down and b:holds what's 
done among the Childcen of Men; that he 
hears the Cries of the Righteous, and rhe Bla- 
{phemies of the Wicked, 'tis not 'to be imae 
gined that he ſees as Man ſces, that he makes 
uſe of any Organs of Senſe; but 'ris thus 
exprelicd ro give us more lively Notions and 
Impreſſions ot rhe certainty of God's Univerjas 
Kaowl:dpe ; 
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Knowledge; to aſſure us that God more plainly, 
fully, and infallibly knows whatever is done in 
all che Earth, than we are capable of know- 
ing thoſe things which fall within the reach of 
our Senſes. 


This being premiſed, it ſeems very plain to 
me that the Doctrine of the Trinity is. not 
to be look'd upon as a nice abſtracted Spe- 
culation deſigned for the Exerciſe of our Un- 
derſtandings; bur as a plainer Revelation of 
God's Love and Good Will rowards Men, and 
a greater Motive and Incitement to Piety than 
any we had before this Doctrine was delivered. 

Had Man ſtood confirmed in his Or45 inal 
Rizhtecuſneſs, and there had been no need of 
Redemption, "tis highly probable God had ne- 
ver been conſidered by Man in his fate of 
Probation under any ſuch Diſtinction as is now 
revealed to us; And therefore I ſhould think 
rhoſe different Titles and Relations by which 
God has been plealed ro expreſs that Fternal 
Diſtinftion in the Godhrad to us, ſhould be 
chiefly conſidered by us with reference to the 
great Work of Man's Salvation. 

Thus far then the Scriptures require us to 
belicye ; That the One only Srpream God upon 
his fore-knowledge of Maz's Fall, did from 
all Eternity Purpoſe and Decree to Redeem 
Mankind into a capacity of Salvation, by the 
D:ath and conſtant /-d;ation of a Ian cholen 
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and enabled for this Work by the fuln:ſs of the 
Godhead dwellizg in him : And in conſideration 
of his Paſſion and Tnterceſſion , ro impart fuch 
Gifts, Grac's, and Spiritual Aſſiſtances, as would 
ve ſuſficient ro render this Red:wption cilettual 
ro the Saving of much People. 

And morcover we are to b:lieve that God 
has accordingly execured this his Gracious 
Deſign toward us : By {ending into the World 
Chriſt J:ſus, the Man whom before he had or- 
dained, that he ſhould in the Fuine(s of Time 
be born, and (uffcr for our Sins; in and ty 
whom, as has already been ſhewn, God a7ed 
in a wonderful manner, was worſhipped ang a= 
adored, and acknowledred in all his Attributes ; 
and wit" whom he abiceth in the Fulneſs of 
Power and Glory for ever: And, fince his 
Death and Reception into Heaven, ty a plen- 
ciful Effufron of Spiritual Grac:s and Influznces ; 
by which means a great many have embraced 
th: Geſpel of Chriſt, and become 7tirs of Sat- 
4tioz, and more from henceforth to the end 
of all things ſhall daily be added to the Church 
ef God, be ſupported in th: Faith, and be made 
Partakers of the purchaſed Taheritance releryed 
in Heaven for thole that are Suntified by the 
Apirit of God. 

Now, with reſpe& to rhis great Deſign of 
Swing Mankind, and the Order and Method 
of the 13:vine Wiſdom in the Execution of it ; 
to give us as full and diflintt Apprehenfions 
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25 our Souls are able to conceive of the Mi- 
ſery of our Sinful Condition, the difficulty of 
Deliverance, and the unſpeakable Mercy of 
God in reſtoring us to the Happineſs we had 
juſtly forfeited ; and to raile our Souls to the 
higheſt pitch of Vencration, Love, and Grati- 
tude we are capable of expreſſing for ſuch an 
ineſtimable Bleſſing ; God has becn pleaſed ro 
reycal himſelf to us unier feveral Perſonal Chas 
racters and Relations : Such as Fath:y, Son, and 
Floly Ghoſt; Saviour, Mediator, and Comportey. 
By which Names, and all other Expreſſions 
conlequent thereupon, we are direCted to con- 
ſider ſome ſuch kind of Diftin&tion, and Subs 
ordination of Office and Relations in God, as the 
Terms made ule of do commonly import, 
Thus when God is pleaſed to repreſent his 
Love to Mankind, in the higheſt Image of 
Nature ; that of a Father facriticing an only 
well-beloved Son, the exact Tranſcript and 
Refemblance of himſclf, perfeAly Innocenr, 
and Obcdient ro his Will in all Things, we 
ace to believe that, by the Sufferings and Death 
ef Chriſt, God has given greater Proots of his 
Love towards us than any Man is capable of 
doing to another; and that ſuch an Aion 
of an Farthly Parent ſuggeſts the neareſt and 
likeſt Conception we can pollibly frame, of 
what our Heavenly Father has done for us; 
tho' at the ſame time we muſt acknowledge it 
comes infinitely ſhort of expreſling the _ 
anc 
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and Fulneſs of his Mercy and Loving-kind- 
nels. 

And the ſame Uſe and Spiritual Improve- 
ment is to be made of all other Revelations 


of this nature. 


And thus we have ſeen how far we are ca- 
pable of conceiving a Trinity, and what the 
Scriptures expreſly oblige us to believe concerning 
this Point. | 

All that is beyond, lies far out of our Reach 
and Comprehenſion, and no particular Expli- 
cations can add any thing to our Faith; for 
the Terms made uſe of for that End, being 
in uſe before this Doctrine was taught, muſt 
either ſignifie the ſame they did before, or not : 
If rhe ſame, where's the Myſtery 2 If not, whar 
do they fignifie > Somerhing that we cannor 
explain but in Words uſed already, and then 
the Queſtion will return again. The ſame 
Difficulty would attgnd new Terms invented 
on purpoſe; for either they would have no 
meaning ar all affixed ro them, or elſe they 
would be underſtood in the ſenſe of ſome 0- 
ther in uſe before. And therefore, had the 
very*ſame Terms and Forms of Expreſſion 
been found in the Scriptures, as are now in 
our Cyeeds, the Revelation of the Trinity had 
been no plainer, nor we obliged ro believe 
any farther than the preſent Language- docs 
import - For upon a fair and diſtin&t Exami- 
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nation both of Scripture and Reaſon, it plainly 
appears, that what's already revealed amounts 
ro as much as we are capable of conceiving, 
and does beſides imply ſomething more which 
we cannot comprehend ; and 'tis not in the 
Power of Language to make us underſtand 
any thing better : For 'tis utterly impoſſible 
to frame any Notions above our own Level. 
And ſhould God be pleaſed to ſtamp ſome 
new Idea's upon the Minds of Men, they 
couid not be conveyed to others by the help 
of Words, or any other Signs, bur only by the 
ſame Divine Impreſſions: {o that whatever 
Idea's the Apoſtles, and Inſpired Writers, 
might have of a Trinity by immediate Infuſion, 
the Terms they have made uſe of can give us 
but this imperfet Diſcovery of them , thar 
they were ſuch as we are not ab to compre- 
hend without the like Atliſtance. 


This then is the utmoſt we are required to 
believe, or arc capable of believing, concerning 
the Doctrine of the Trinity, iz. That thete 
Three different Terms, Father, Son, and Ftoly 
Ghoſt, are all applied in Scripture to the 022 
only ſupreme God ; That all the Actions, Offices, 
and Relations, which are in Scripture aſcribed 
to any of thcle Names, (excepting thoſe pro- 
per to the Zuman Natur: of Chritt) arc thers 
plainly attributed, and do truly beleag to onr, 
and th: ſam: Divia: Natur? ; Thar there arc 

{ucit 


60 Some Conſiderations 


{uch frequent and evident Afſertions of the T- 
nity of Ged in Scripture, and yet fuch plain Ex- 
preſſions of 4i/tintion, ſignified by thete Terms, 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, as imply. a con- 
fiſtency of unity and diſtinition in th: Godhead ; 
That this Diſtinction, whatever it be, 15 not 
the ſame with that we conceive betwixt the 
Attributes of God, which are partial Concep- 
rions of his Eflence, not a meer difference of 
Nam?, Office, or Relaticn, ſuch as is ſignified 
by thelike Terms, when applicd ro Men, (tho' 
theſe are all the Differences we can expreſly cou- 
ceive, as applicable to the Divine Narure ) bur 
tome other Diſtinfion, which we have but a 
confuſed perception of, and cannot comprehend 
or explain by any particular Idea's; which 
anknown inexplicable Diſtinftion isthe Foundart- 
on of all theſe Differences expreſly conceived by 
us, 
And ſince the Church has thought fir, for 
the Sake of Unity and Peace, and for the 
Suppreſfing all Private Diſputes and Interpre- 
rations, to appoint ſrt Forms to exprels this 
our Faith in, | think the Arhinihan Creed as 
rational an Explication of the 7rinity as can 
well be made. The Worlt chart the Enemies 
of this DoArine can lay of it, is, That it is an 
unneceſſary Multiplication of Terms, and too 
nice an Endeayour to Explain what cannot be 
explained bur nor that "ris Falle, or Abſurd; 
nothing being there atlerted in any ſenſe in- 

conſiſtent 
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confhltent with the City of Ged, or the Priz- 
ciples of Right Reaſon: All tuch Meanings and 
S;zonifications of any Terms or Expreſſions in 
that Creed being very improper, a5 they are 
there appiicd, and utterly dilclaimed by the 
Church chat enjoins the Uſe of it. 

Nor can it be elicemed an unreaſonable Im- 
poſition, © hac we ſhould be obliged to pro- 
fels onr aith of ſomething which cannot be 
conceived, but confuſedly and indiſtintly; nor 
expreſſed, bur in 2'nrral and offcure Terms, For 
where's the Hardſhip of being required to be- 
lieve as far as we can believe} God is In- 
comprehenſible in his Nature and PerfeRions, 
but are we not obliged ro believe there is a 
God who is Incomprehenſible? Are we nor 
obliged to beiicve there are Joys in Heaven, 
which it has not cn1ter'd 11to the Heart of Man 
to conceive? And, to rep-ar a former Inſtance 
may not a Blind Man bc e'liged to Felieve 
what a Friend of unſfuſpee.ud Integrity rells 
him of the g-neral nature of Colour, tho' he is 


not able to form a partir/:y [dz of it > ind, if 


theſe Things cannot be denied, Whar difference 
can be aſſigned why we ſhould not be under 
as great an Obligation of 2:Heinig the: Trinity, 
tho' weare not able:to coxce:ve it diſt initly? 

A Threefold diſtinffics in the Godhead, con- 
ſiſtent withthe Uiry of God, is as plainly rc- 


vealed in Scripture as any other Article of 


Faith : Nor arc thole 2:neri! Affraffed Torms 
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we find in our Creeds, to be condemn'd as 
uſeleſs and perplexing Niceties; for tho' they 
are not ſufficient ro make us underſtand the 
Trinity fully and diſtini#ly, yer they are proper 
Limitations to exclude all the Falſe and Un- 
worthy Apprehenſions of this Dotrine, which 
Prerenders to a more particular Explication 
might introduce. 


III. And now what dangerous Conſequences 
can poſlibly atrend ſuch a Faith as this? *Tis 
true indeed the Adverſaries of the Trinity have 
drawn up a heavy Charge againſt this Do- 
Etrine, and taken a great deal of Liberty in 
their Diſcourſes about it : But the principal 
Objections that have been made by any ofthem 
are but Three,to which all the reſt may be re- 
duced : And theſe I ſhall endeayour to ſhew, 
by the Account before given, are very Frivo- 
lous and Unjuſt. 


1. The firſt Pernicious Conſequence the® 


Dottrine of the 7rizity ſtands charged with, 
is, the Introduction of a Plurality of Gods : 
Burt 'tis very plain from what we have ſaid in 
the former part of this Diſcourſe, that 'tis ut- 
terly impoſſible to belizye a Trinity in any 
ſuch ſenſe as implies a Plurality of Gods : For 
according to theNotions I haye there ſhewedwe 
have of the Nature and Attributes of God, 

TO 
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tis undeniably certain to every Man's Experi- 
ence, that we cannot conceive more than Oz: 
God : All our Endeayours to comprehend 
more are only repetitions of the ſame Idea, 

Let Thoſe thereforetake careto Anſwer this 
Accuſation, who, under pretence of giving a 
more Rational Account of what we are to | by 
lieve in this Point, ſer up created ſubordinate 
Gods to be Partners with their Maker in the 
Glory and worſhip due to him. 

Beſides, we doexplicitly declare, that there 
is but One God at the ſame time we make Pro- 
feſſion of our Faith in a 7rinity, and Three 
Perſons. 
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2. In the next place, therefore ye are ac- 
cuſed of believing ContradidFions; and conſ(e- 
quently of deſtroying all the certainty of Naru- 
ral Knowledge : Which Fence being down, 
there's no Error ſo groſs or abſurd but may be 
obtruded upon us *and 7Tranſubſtantiation has as 
good a Pretence to be an Article of our Faith 
as the Trinity. But I need not make any par- 
ticular Agſwer to this ObjeCtion, having pro- 
ved at large already, that we neither do nor 
can believe a Trinity in any ſenſe that contra- 
didts the plain and evident Principles of Natu- 
ral Reaſon, We do not believe there can be 
more God than One, that One can be Three in 
the ſame reſpect "tis One ; or that One God can be 
Three in the ſam: ſ:nſs three Men are Three Per- 


ſons; 
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ſoas ; or any other Propoſition that's inconfi- 
itent with thoſe Natural Notions which are 
che Foundation of all our other Knowledpe. 
Bur che Patrons of Tranſubſtantiarton cahnot 
makethis plea, who in this one Particular deny 
thoſe very Principles which upon all 6ther ge- 
cafions they rely upon with the greateſt Aſus 
rance. Did they only affirm, that Chriſt was 
preſent in the Sacrament in ſome way” or mian- 


ner they could not comprehend, but in rio way 
repugnant to the plain and necefliary DiCtares *- 


of well informed Senſe, and right Reaſon; 
there might be then fome Reſemblance foutid 


betwixt this Doctrine and that of the Trinity; 


bur ar pre ent the Compariſon is palpably and 
and notoriohſly unjuſt. 


3. Bur Thirdly, tis further ObjeQed, 


That though the DoRrine of the Trinity, as” © 
we explain it, could not be proyed to con--- 


tain down-4ight Contradictions ; yet ar leaft 
ir muft he.counted.and eſteemed as'a Myſtery, 


and the Impoſition of Myſteries for Articles of * 


Faith, is a thingof very ill Conſequentee, 
In Anfiver to: which Charge, -it is to be ob- 
ſerved, that as in the Doctrine-of the Trinity, 


{o in moſt othcr Objects of Faith-and Knows - 


ledze, there's ſomerhing thar we- plainly and 


certainly underſtand; and ſomething that. we - 


cannot poſlibly © comprehend : Thus- a Man 


by inward Rellefion is Infallibly conſeious of 
"Ns 
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his own Thoughts, and he judges, whatever 
he perceives within himſelf, to proceed from 
one Common Principle, which he calls his Soul ; 
and which, from the Nature of its Operations, 
he is fully perſwaded is ſomething of different 
kind from his Body, tho' it always Acts in cons 
ſent with ir : But what this Soul is, or in what 
manner united to his Body, he is not able ro con- 
ceive; and therefore the DoiFrine of the F- 
»ax Soul, takenall rogerher, may as jultly be 
ſtiled a Myfery, as the Trinity. We ought 
-0r then to be offended at rhe word Myſtery ; 
fince, if weſtriatly examine our thoughts, we 
ſhall find thar almoſt every thing we pretend to 
know, comes under that name,. even thole 
things we have the greateſt Aſſurance of, our 
very Souls and Beings. 

This being obſerved, we may conſider the 
Trinity either with reſpeR to what may be un- 
derſtood:of ic, or what cannot: So far as we 
are capable of conceiving a Trinity, "tis no My- 


ſtery, and conſequently no Oppreſſion of our 


Faith ; And fo tar as it canzot be comprebended, 
it does not bind us to any Exp/icit AF of Faith : 
AS is plain from what has been {aid before con- 
cerning the Nature of Faith, and the Perſons ob» 
liged to believe this Article : For all things ne- 
ceſlary to Salyation are to be believed by all 


 fortsofMezx; and nothing can be believed any 


faxther than the terms in which it is propoſed 
are underſtood : Bur a Myſtery cannot be 
F brought 
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brought down-to the loweſt-- Capacities, and 
be delivered in Terms that are plainly and di- 
ſtintly underſtood, for then' it would be no 
longer a Myſtery:, $6 far therefore as we arc 
obliged Explicitly to believs;*i8 no Myſtery ; For 
whatever Terms I am bid to believe a thing 
in 1 cannot comprehend, Tean-mean no more 
bur thar I bek&ve it-ro be im ſome manner I 
cannot comprehend*: And I am ſure there's no 
difficulty or danzer in- believing that there-are 
ſome things which weare nor: able ro find-our, 
or comprehend: * ©: - & "3.£%? 


Theſe are the Refleftions/ which offered 
themſelves upon a careful and impartial - Con- 
fideration ofthis Subje@t:; - Ch 

Bur here I-fore {ce it may-be asked, What do 
we underſtand more of the 'Triniry now' than 
we did before 2 What new Hypotheſis is here 
advanced to -ſolve all the Difficulties of-that 
Dodctrine by + In Anſwer to which ObjeCtion, 
I have this further to add for the Juſtification 
of the foregoing Diſcourſe. v 2; 


Firſt, That the Principal Deſign of my En- 
quiries was, to know, what God required us 
all to believe in order to our Salvation, not 
how far the Soul of Man was capable of diſco- 
vering rhe' deep things of God :* For I am fully 
perſwaded, that there may be rhings neceſſary 
fo be bclieved, and yet we not obliged to be- 
- lieve 
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lieve them in that 4ifini# particular ſenſe in 
which ſome Loli Men have explained 
them ; Though their Hypotheſis ſhould be ye- 
ry Rational and-Conliſtent,. and perhaps really 
Frue. And therefere could there be any new 
way found out of making the 7rzity concceiva» 
ble by Human. Underſtanding, 1. do not think 
weſhould be under any Obligation of believing 
that particular-Expoſition of it: For beſidesrhe 
difficulty of ſuch abſtrated Notions, cven. in 
their plaineſt dreſs, with -wpeſt to mean Ca- 
pacities, which-are all equally , concerned in 
n Articles of Faith, it cannot be ima« 
ginedthat we ſhould be obliged ro believe more 
than the Chriſtians who lived before us were; 
that moreſhould be neceſlary to our Salyation 
thafi was to theirs: -And 'tis certain, their Faith 
was ſufficient and effeual for. obtaining Eter- 
n2l- Life, who- could nor poſſibly believe what 
we ſuppoſets be lately diſcovered. 
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- - But-2dly, - Conſidering that we are permit» 
red - with Humility. and Reverence to Exer- 
ci{e our Souls-in.the-fcarch of Divine Know- 
ledges; And moreover that we ought as Chri- 
ſtians, as well as Men, to give a Reaſon of the 
Faith we profels, and . defend ir againſt all 
falſe and unjuſt.-Imputations; I have allo made 
ir my buſineſs to enquire how far we are *ca- 
pable of forming diltint Conceprions of a 77 1- 
itz And vpon Enquiry found that after © 
2, 


| he , _ 
« ALIGN 


" __ - - = _— 
- * Ps 5 - > 
"x" _ -4 —"—_— 
—_ - 
> Den "St" EE TE —_—_— — 5 
en ee a SR _ 


-» ed ei, I _ 
SI 


66 Some Confiderations 


brought down*to the loweſt Capacities, and 
be delivered itt Terms that are plainly and di- 
ſtintly underſtood, for then' it would be no 
longer a Myſtery:, $0 far therefore as we arc 
obliged Explicitly ts believi;*i8 no Myſtery ; For 
whatever Terms I am bid to believe a thing 
in I cannot comprehend, Tean-mean no more 
bur that I beheve it-ro be im ſome manner I 
cannot comprehend*: And I am ſure there's no 
difficulty or danjer in* betieying that there-are 
ſome things which weare nor able ro find-our, 
or comprehend; ©: - 6 oo 


Theſe are the Refleftions/ which offered 
themſelves upon a careful and impartial - Con- 
fideration ofthis Subject: - mr. 

Bur here I-fore fee it maybe asked, What do 
we underſtand more of the 'Triniry now' than 
we did before > What new Hypotheſis is here 
advanced to .folve all the Difficulties of- that 
DoQtrine by + In Anſwer to which ObjeCtion, 
I have this further to add for the Juſtification 
of the foregoing Diſcourſe. = 


Firſt, That the Principal Deſign of my En- 
quiries was, to know, what God required us 
all to believe in order to our Salvation, not 
how far the Soul of Man was capable of diſco- 
vering the' deep things of God :* For I am fully 
perſwacded, that there may be rhings neceſſary 
fo be bclieved, and yer we not obliged to be- 

| lieve 
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lieve them in that 4iftini# particular ſenſe in 
which ſome Learned Men have explained 
them ; Though their Hypotheſis ſhould be ye- 
ry Rational and-Conliſtenc,. and perhaps really 
Frue. And thercfare could there be any new 
way found out of making the 7rizity conceiva- 
ble by Human Underſtanding, 1. do not think 
weſhould be under any Obligation of believing 
that particular-Expoſition of 1t:. For beſidesrhe 
difficulry of ſuch abſtracted Notions, cven.in 
their plaineſt. dreſs, with reſpert to mean Ca- 
pacities, which:are all equally, concerned in 
n Articles of Faith, it cannot be ima« 
gined that we ſhould be obliged to believe more 
than the Chriſtians who lived before us were; 
that more ſhould be neceſlary to our Salyation 
thafi was to theirs: -And 'tis certain, their Faith 
was ſufficient and effectual for. obtaining Eter- 
nal- Life, who- could nor poſſibly belicye what 
we ſuppoſeto be lately diſcovered. 


- - But-2dly, - Conſidering that we are permit» 
red - with Humilicy. and Reverence to Exer- 
ciſe our Souls. in.the-ſcarch of Divine Know- 
ledge ; And moreover that we ought as Chri- 
ſtians, as well as Men, togive a Reaſon of the 
Faith we profels, and . defend ir againſt all 
falſe and unjuſt.Imputations ; 1 have alſo made 
ir my buſineſs to enquire how far we are *ca- 
pable of forming diltint Conceptions of a 771- 
ritz: And wpon Enquiry found that after © 
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Faithful Tryal-of our Faculties, and a ſtriQ 
Examinarion'of all the ſimple Notions . which 
make up the Propofition to bebelieved, we can- 
not arrive at greater Knowledge in this Point 
than our fore-tathers-have'done:: And that fo 
much of the -DoQtrine of 'the Trinity as was 
. a Hyſtery to them, is like to-be '{o to'the end 
of the: World... 

Which if I-bave . as fully and / ſufficiently 
proved to others as I am convinced of 
:t my (elf, T ſhall not rhink my Time or La- 
bour loſt upon this SubjeR. For next ro under- 
ſtanding a thing throughly, is ro know we can- 
not underſtand it ; next to reſolving aProblem 
in Mathemarticks, is to demonſtrate it cannot 
be done. Our Souls are as much at reſt, our 
Deſires as quiet, and all our Deſigns and Pur- 
firits as much atan end, when we deſpair of 
ViQory, as when weactually Conquer. 

And therefore if theſe be rhe true and proper 
Limits of our Faith and Knowledge which I 
have aſi:gned ; if I have given a Juſt Account 
of what we are required to believe concerning 
the Trinity ; Hew much 'tis poſſible for us to 
b:li:v2 of it, and how far we are capable of 
having 4//:n&7 Conr:ptions aboutit ; 'tis in vain 
to ſearch for new Notions and Hyporheles, 
whica may -probab:;y puzzle or deceive our 
Underiianding, but can never lead us farther 
tothe Knowledpso of the Trinity. 


But 
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But I will not pretend to meaſure the Abi- 
lities of other Men by my own: T ſhall only 
= this more, which I am ſure I can truly 

rm, that I have taken all the care imagi- 
nable to' deliver my Judgment impartially and 
fincerely ; and have nor dared to zmpeſe any 
thing upon. others, which I do not believe my 
ſelf, or is any ways ineonſiſtenc with the 
Principles of right Reaſon, 
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Theſe Papers were in, the Preſs, and evtry Word 
in the Book, and Preface, as they. ſtand now, was 
Firitten before Flis Majeſty's Injundtions came 
forth : The Author is glad to find that he has not 
tran(ereſs'd 'em; the Authority and Reaſonable- 


neſs of mhich he pays ſuch Submiſſien to, that if 


he had net preſcribed to himſelf the fame Rules 


in Writing, that he now ſees enjoyned by his Su 


periours., he mou'd have jen bis Obedience to 


"em, by Suppreſſing nhat he had writtea. 
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State of th: Socinian Controverfte, &c. the 

Dean of St. Pauls has thought fit to 

ſpend a whole Chapter upon ſome Confi- 

| acrations that had been publiſhed long before 
upon the Subject of the 7rinity. And I can- 
not but account it ſome kind of Honour to 
me, that, when he had good reaſon to be 

A weary 


2 A Defence of ſome Conſideraticns 


weary of his Conteſts with greater Men , he 
ſhould condeſcend to take fo much pains with 
the Con/id:rcr : Bur the more honour there is 
in being Attackr, the more care and concern 
is there rcquir'd in Defending ; and therefore 
I hope, 1 may, without juſt cenſure, be allow- 
ed to Anſwer a licavy Charge brought againſt 
me, whatcver Name or Character the Perſon 
bears rhar brings it ; clpecialiy fince I promiſe 
to be as ſhort as I can, to put the whole Cauſe 
upon this flue, and not to trouble the World 
with any further Replies or Rejoinders. 


'Tis in the Sccond Chapter of his 
Book that the Dean examizes the Con- 
federations : and in his firſt entrance upon 


p. <4. 


the Work, he 1s pleaſed to pals a grear Com- 


plement upon the Author for his 7emper and 
Civility; but ] found upon reading the whole 
Chapter throvgh, that his Kindneſs was like 
an Emirace beiore drawing: only the Ceremo- 
ny was not performed with {ſo muck Honour 
a5 tne Mcn ef the Sword generally obſerve : 
For they {cldom vic thelc jittle previous Ci- 
vilities 10 onc another but when racy are re- 
ſolved to Fight fair; but | cannot fay I have 
met with all that C{ Uſe from the Dean 
which his Compicment gave me rcaton to cx- 
peR, and his politive Promiſe atiured me of, 
If I had, both tis Chapter, and my Anſwer to it, 


* 


had bcen much ſhorter ; and! ſhould have had 


no 
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no occaſion to trouble my Readers with the 
following Heads; which, as the Caſe now 
ſtands, is the beſt Method I could contrive for 
their eaſe in reading, who are not fo far dif 
guſted againſt that redious way of writing, 
Anſiverers are obliged to, but they will haye 
che curioſity to look into theie Papers. 


In the Firſt place rhen I ſhall give a general 
Account of the Dean's Civil Uſage and Treat- 
ment of me. 

Secondly, I ſhall defend my fe!f from the 
Charge of Sabelliani[n. 

Thirdly, I ſhall cadeavour to Vindicate the 
De/ign of the Conſid:rations, and ſhew whar 
Grounds I had for not inſiſting upon 7raitro?s 
and the Authoricry of the Fathers. 

Fourthly, I ſhall humbly offer iome Reaſons 
why I think the Dean's way of Managing 
the Controverſic about the 7r:2ity 1s not the 
moſt Expedient. 


T. And Firſt, as to Dr. Sh:-{:ct's Uſage of 
ni2; if it ſhall plainly appear thar he does 
highly miſrepreſent mc ; that he all along finds 
ftult when there is no occaſion ; and that he 
oftentimes finds fault with -me for the ſame 
things he is pleaſed ro own himlclF : if he puts 
the worlt and molt 1nvictious Conttruction ups 
on every thing I ſay, and infinuares vworiethings 

| than 
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than he is able to wreſt from my words ; If he 
picks our Paſſages to except againſt, and takes 
no notice of others that direaly overthrow 
his Exceptions ; And laſtly, if he accuſes me 
of Flerejie, and a great many other heinous 
Matters, without any foundation for his Charge 
but what's of his own laying : If. I ſay, it can 
be made very evident that theſe things are fo; 
it will not, 1 hope, be counted rudeneſs in me 
if I do not return the Complement the DoCtor 
gave me, and commend his Temper and Civil 
way of findins Fault. 

Now that rhe Dean has uſed the Conſtderer 
in this manner, does not, | rhink, need any 
long proof: Whoever will be at the pains to 
read over the Conſrdzrations again, I am confti- 
dent will make all thoſe RefleQions upon his 
way of exmining them, which I had rather 
any body cl{c ſhould make than my elf. 

Bur, becaule it is not rcatonable to expect 
that others ſhould be concerned to do me 
Juſtice, when | have not that ſenſe of my be- 
ing injured 2s to put them in mind of it; I 
think my ſelf obliged to repreſent the Ulage 
| have met with 1n a few Inſtances, and then 
leave it to my Readers to cxamine them by 
the Characters beforc laid down. 


Pre]. Stace The firſt thing the Dean takes 
os occaſion to find fault with me for in 


the Conſiderations, is my ſaying The uncertainty 
of - 
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of our Faith in theſe Points; which he inter- 
prets to be ſpoken concerning the Trinity, as 
if I had affirmed thac the Chriſtian Faith con- 
cerning the Trinity which was revealed zn the 
Goſpel and confirmed Ly the univerſal Tradition 
of the Catholick Church for Sixteen hundred years 
was Cacertain: Whereas it is evident from the 
words immcdiately foregoing thoſe that he 
quotes, that the Points in which I 
{aid our Faith is Uncertain, were © v: *: 
the ſeveral Modes and Ways of Explaining the 
common undivided Nature and Eſſence of the Tri- 
nity, and the different Offices and Operations of 
each Perſon. Now, if | am not very much 
prejudiced in my own Cauſe, I cannot bur 
think that the Dedrine of the Trinity, and the 
Ways and Modes of Explaining the Trinity, arc 
very 4ifferent Points ; and, if l remember right, 
the Dean has ſeveral times in his Book con- 
ſidercd them as ſuch, and very juſtly made it 
a Matter of great importance to diſtinguiſh 
carefully berwixt them. Something very like 
it I am ſure he ſays in this very Paragraph, 
where he would have me mean otherwilc ; for 
he tells us, /t concerns Good men: to diſtinguiſh 
the Cathelick Faith from the Diſputes about Feeles 
fiaſtical words, and the Catholick ſenſe of them, 
that ſo the Faith may be ſecure. How came it 
to paſs then that che Dean could not diſtin- 
2uilſh theſe Points in the Conftderations > This 
1 belicve cannot cafily be accounted for any 

A} other 
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ether way, than by what he lays down upon 
another occaſion, that tho? he allows himſelf to 
uſe ſuch DiſtinRions as thele, he will not al- 
low this to the Confiderer. 

The next reſolution the Dean took to be 

oftended at me, ſprung from a diflike 1 

She ſhew'd to thole who are for Receiving 
the Myſtery of the Trinity without looking into it at 
all, and for believing what is propoſed ro them 
as an Article of Religion with an implicit Faith : 
And indeed I cannot help thinking, that what 
he objcs to me here proceeded from a reſo- 
lution of finding Matter againſt me, rather 
than from any juit occaſion given him, as will 
cafily appear to any one _ duly conſiders 
his Remarks upon this Paſſag 

The firſt Reaſon he gives bor his being Ot- 
fenicd with me was, That he believed / could 
not aams any ſuch whoſe avowed Principle this of 
an innlicit Faith is. But, 1 beljeve I could, and 
it muſt be allowed me, that I had' more reaſon 
ro know whether | could or not, than he had : 
However, if 1 did not expreſly know of any 
body w_ [+ awvoired Principle this was, yetif [ 


had ever heard of aziy ſuch, or if it was very 
likely 1 Cr might be ſem, whether I had 
heard of them or no, it will ſufficiently juſtifie 


what | "ry vho had no deſign of marking out 
varticuiar Yerſo5s, but "only of ſhewi ing 
: JUST 1c of tuch a Principle in relati. 
on to the Controver ig of the Trim, whocyer 
It was maniigce Þv, Bur, 
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Bur, that there are ſome certain Chiriflians 
who do openly avor this Opinion which I de- 
clared againſt, the Dean allurcs us 1n the nexr 
words ro thole 1 quored before, which arc 
theſe ; Thar an implicit Faith is only Meritorious 
in th? Church of Rome; And 1 was nor fo ig- 
norant as not to haye hcard that this was a 
Popilh Do&rine before : For the Papiits, who 
make uie of rhis way to guard all their ua- 
{criptural and ablurd Tencts, ana fome weak 
and unwary Proteſtants, who, by imitating 
them in this Method with reip:ct co the Mys 
ſtery of rhe Trinity, altord the general Prin- 
ciple too much countenance, were the only 
Pertons I deſigned my Retiection thould reach. 

Why is itthen chat 1 am blamed by the Dearf 
for exprelſing my diſlike of an implicit Faith, 
and of thoſe who proſels and recommend it to 
us? Is it bzcauſe there are none of this odd 
fort of Faith, as he fcems to iatimaic by his 
reiling me [ cannot name ay [ucn, and Wo my 
concern about it was imperumzr? I plan 
he cannot mean thus, becauic he lodges this 
Friaciple among the Papitis. And if the Pa- 
pitts are the oz{; Perſons who beiieye thus ab- 
ijurdly they known 307 hat aor why, as he af 
tirms, what realun has he to extend my 
RefleQtion any iturtner ? Why ſhould he fay juſt 
afterwards, that thuſe Expreiiions lule concer- 
ning fois who profzis ſuch a Yaich as this, arc 
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ether way, than by what he lays down upon 
another occaſion, that tho* he allows himſelf to 
uſe ſuch Diſtinions as thele, he will not al- 
low this to the Confidzrer. 

The next refolution the Dean rook to be 

offended at me, ſprung from a diflike I 
Ee ſhew'd to thole who are for Receiving 
the Myſtery of the Trinity without looking into it at 
al, and for believing what is propoſed ro them 
as an Article of Religion with an implicit Faith : 
And indeed ] cannot help thinking, that what 
he obj<s to me here procceded from a reſo- 
lution of fincing Matter againſt me, rather 
than from any uit occaſion given him, as will 
caſily appear to any one thar/ duly conſiders 
his Remarks upon this Paſſage. 

The firſt Reaſon he gives for his being 
fended with mc Was, That he believed / ſees 
not aams any ſuch whoſe avowed Principle this of 
an implicit Faith iz. Bar, 1 believe lT could, and 
it muſt be allowed md, that I had' more reaſon 
to know w rave [could or not, than he had : 
However, if I did not expreſly know of any 
body rhelr awriyed Pri nciple this was, yetit [ 
had ever heardJ/of 2ny ſu: h, or if it was very 
ike, thcre Anight be ſeme, whether I had 
heard of t tm or no, it will fuff — juſtife 
wat | {: wg, 170 nad! no deſign a marking out 
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But, that there are ſome certain Curiſtians 
who do openly avor this Opinion which I de- 
clared againſt, the Dean alſures us in the nexc 
words. ro thole 1 quored before, which arc 
thele ; Thar an implicit Faith is oaly Moritorious 
in th? Church of Rome; And I was nor fo ig- 
norant as not to haye hcard that this was a 
Popiſh Do&rine before : For the Papiils, who 
make uie of this way to guard all their ua- 
{criptural and ablurd Tencts, ana {ome weak 
and unwary Proteſtants, who, by imitating 
them in this Method with reip:ct co the My» 
ſtery of rhe Triniry, altord the general Prin- 
ciple too much countenance, were the only 
Perlons I defigned my Retlection ſhould reach. 

Why is it then chat I am blamed by the Deaif 
for expretſing my diſlike of an implicit Faith, 
and of thoſc who profes and recommend it to 
us? Is it bzcaule there are none of this odd 
fort of Faith, as he fcems to iatimaic by his 
telling me I cannot wame ay ſuch, and to my 
concern about it was 1mperiyunrt? Js plain 
he cannot mean thus, becauic he lodges this 
Frinaciple among the Papitis. And it the FPa- 
pitts are the oz{; Perſons who beiteve thus ab- 
jurdly th:y know 307 rbat nor hy, as he al 
firms, what rcalon has he to cxcend my 
RefleQtion any iurtner * Why thould he fay juſt 
afterwards, that thuſe Expreiiions tule concer- 
ning fois who profeis ſuch a Taith as this, arc 
| A { 
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on wy ſevzre and ſcandalous Refleions up- 

ow ſome of the Wiſeſt and Greateſt Men 
among us. 'Tis certain the Dean clocs notthink 
the Wiſſt and Greateſt Men among us Papilts ; and 
I am fure ſuch Proteſtants as do in any Inſtance 
rake up with their implicit Faith, do much 
leſs deſerve thoſe Charaters. Who they were 
he gueſs'd me in this place to have aim'd ar, l 
cannot in the leaſt imagine ; norcan I find out 
any rcaſon why he ſhould tax me now for cloſe 
premeditated deſigns of Scandal,when he feems 
ro be of opinion jutt before, tiac I had thrown 
out a general Character at random, without 
knowing who it belong'd to. 

But to make it appear more fully that 1 did 
not do well to Condemn thoſe whoraze for Recei- 
ving the Myſtery of the Trinity without ever look- 
nz into it all ; he acquaints us that the Prote- 
ſtant Divines do look into this Myſtery as far as 
they can, till Revelation bounds their I roſpedt, 
and their Peeple are taught to do ſo tov. This, 
he ſays, is not to Reverence the Myſtery without 
looking into it all, but to look into it as far as Goal 
would have us, and as far as is neceſſary to all 
the Purpoſes of Religion, that is as far as the 
knorledge of this Myſtery is of any uſe to us. And 
when this is dene, there are a great many 
wife Mn who think they ouzht to look into 
this Myſtery no farther ; and there ſeems to be a 
wverygoed reaſon for it, becanſe with all our looking 
we can fee no” further, 


P. 5 4+ 
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Now the buſinels of my Book being to 
prove, that we ought to look into th: Myſtery 
of the Trizity thus far and »o further, T thought 
it very proper and agreeabic ro my Delign, to 
ſhew my 4iſiike of thole who were nor for 
looking into. it at all; and of fuch as were for 
prying into it too far. The generality of 
Protetiants are nor, I thanx God, blameable 
upon either of thele accounts, c{Þ2<;auv the 
Wiſeſt and Greateſt among tem. Bat hl 1 
think that ſomze are, and whatever the Dean 
has {aid upon the ſame Head, has only fhew'd 
that he was extreamly diſpoſcd ro find Faulr, 
when he had no other Grounds to go upon 
than what I have now mentioned. 

This is of ir {elf ſufficient ro fatisfie any 
indiflerent Man what a ſevere Examiner the 
Dean is like ro prove : But how hard a thing 
it is for me to expreſs my elf in ſuch 2 man- 
ncr as to eſcape his Cenfſure, will, if that be 
poſlible, appcar more plainly from the follow- 
ing Inſtance than the former. 

In the Con/iderationsl aflert, that 'tis 
impoſſible to believe what implies a contra- __ 
diction to cur former Knowledge ; ſuch © 
Knowledge I mean as 1s accompanied with Certain- 
ty and Evid:nce. Now I took this to be as 
ſafe a Propoſition to aſſert, as any was within 
the whole compaſs of our Thoughts; and I 
did not only find my ſelf very well afſured of 
ir, but I was ſtrongly perſuaded I had moſt 
ot 


a= > d £ 
d ad 


7 ZAR $9027 8. Þ- 


WL... 


Ch 
- - 


- RIP 


Do Ls 


> —— - wY * => 
—_ y=—_— = OT — A DA. > 4 Ann = _ 
OH VR Ap Io yrFy 


: 
t 
: 

i 


10 A Defence of ſome Conſiderations 


of the Learned World of my opinion in this 
matrer. - But Dr. Sherlock ſays this 
Propoſttion is falſe ; and therefore as 

, Self-evident as I think it, 1 muſt ne- 
yer offer to maintain ſuch a Paradox again. 
Had he macle ule of his Authority only againſt 
me, 1 ſhould, I confeſs, haye bcen a little un- 
willing to part with my Propoſition ; But 'tis 
in Vain I {ce to ftand by it, after the Reaſon 
he gives for its being Falle; For as he truly 
atiirms, it mull bs owned that we do believ? 
and know ihat there really are ſuch things as 
Eleat and Cold, White and Black, gc. whoſe Nas 
tures ave dir:ily oppoſite and contrary to one ants 
thr, "Tis true indeed, ] am not yet perfetly 
ſatis:icd of the Dean's new Priloſophy, That 
there arc many /4:15 which contradidt one ano- 
ther, without being made to do fo in a Yyo- 
poſition ; That Coatrarieties and Contradiftions 
arc the ſame ; Thar there are any other Centra- 
diftions beſides Topical ones; or, That the 
{ſingle /d:a of i} nite, by the heip of 7s ard js 
z2t, does not prouuccea buircr Contradidtion 
than Black aza 1/ %itr together arc ablc.to do ; 
Theſe, I muil nccas tay, are new Trachs to 
me. and {auch as i never bctorc mct with: bur 
| am to ſen{ible of rhe. Force of them, that if 
chey ſhould all hold good, tis impoilible that 
my Sel fervizent Propoſition fhouid itand before 
them: but 1 had much rather taey ſhouid not; 
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for then I could Anfwer the Challenge 
he makes me much better, and /hew 
him, that rhere 15 nor any appearance 
at all of Contradiions in the Dofrine _ 
of the Trinity; and that what we know 

of God and this Myſtery, is not a dire Con- 


tradiftion to all or any of the 1d:as we have of 


Creatures, as he thinks fit to lay it 15, by way 
of Anſwer ro my Propoſition, that 2t is zm- 
Poſſible to believe what implies a Contradiftion, 
Bur it he can't diſprove my Propoſition with- 
out making Contradictions in the Trinity, and 
i have occaſion for it ro ſhew there are none, 
I think I may venture to keep my Propoſition 
{till. 

Juſt ſuch another Philoſophical 
Quarrel as this, the Dean has with 
me about my Notions of Unity : He wonders 

mightily why I ſhould reduce all my Notions of 
Unity to thele Three Frads; Unity of Idea, 


P- JT, 


Principle and Poſition; Why I take no notice of 


that old received Diſtin#tion of One, that unun 
oft indiviſum in ſr; and why among all my 1: 

tural Ideas T (hould not find this Naticn of Unin, 
which is the only natural Netion of th: Divine 
Unity, and belengs to no othrr Bring: But to 
clear up his Vi 'onder, and to give him 2s {atis- 
factory an Account of my Conduct 1n this 
Matter as I can; I do atlurc him, thatT take 
that Netion of City he likes to very well, to 
be a gool od d:finition of On:z; and becaule 
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I was willing it ſhould continue as ir always 
was, the definition of Unity in General, when 
T was reckoning up the ſeveral kinds and ſorts 
of Unity, I had no mind to make that one of 
them, for fear they ſhould, by that means, 
have all wanted fome common Definition to 
agree in, which might, by confounding the 
Old Diſtinction of Gears and Specics, have pro- 
duccd a further Innovation in exr Lozicks, 


Several other Cavils and ObjeQions of the 
fike Narure and Force, my Werds and Notions 
haye been the innocent Occafions of: But I am 
not much concerned either for my Lanzgage 
or Phileſophy, if my Faith be but ſound and 
well grounded; and therefore I ſhall leave 
them ro the Reader's Mercy, and confider 
what Cre:d the Dean has drawn up for 
me. And here I find by the opening of 
the Salellian Scent, that his Civility begins to 
wy thicken upon me, for his repreſentation 
= of my Faith is this: That the Confede- 
rer expreſly owns, that there is but One who is 
God, tut One Divine Perſon as well as One Di- 
wine Nature; and that I endeavorr to prove, that 
the Catholick Faith aſſerted and defended Ly the 
Church againſt Sabcllius, is a! ſclutely impoſſible. 

The Vindication ofmy ſelf from this Charge 
belongs to another Head : All that have to 
ſay toit here is, that Iam nor juſtly repreſented ; 


ana this will manifeſtly appear from the Ar- 
uments 
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gyuments the Dean brings to jultiie his Nar- 
rative. 

Now for the Proof of this Point, that 1 ex- 
prefly maintain, that there is but One Divine Pere 
ſon, he urges what | ſay, That God 
can be bur One /ngle Perſon in the firf# 
ſenſe of the word Perſon, as it fiznifies a 
particular intelligent Bring, Nature, or Principle; 
From whence it mult be inferred, that I tay, 
God can be but One {i717 Perſon in any other 
ſenſe of the word, tho' I endeavour to proye the 
contrary : Bur not to inlift upon this Inference, 
which is manifeſtly falſe; 1 am willing to al- 
low his Argument to be good , Thar 1 do ab- 
ſolutely maintain, that God is {zt one ſirele 
Perſon, whatever I may ſay or pretend to the 
contrary, if that Senle of the word Perſon I 
here mention be properly applicable to Father, 
Sen and Holy Gheſt, and there is no other 0 
thedex Notion of Perion but this : Bur I have 
great reaſon to think it cannot be ſo, from the 
Dean's own Account of this Matrer: For he 
exprelly tells us, "That the Divine Pey- 
ſons are net diſtingriſh:d by any differcac? 
of Nature, or of Principle ; Ons and the p. 95. 
ſame undivided Nature and Principi: ve 
ins and ating in Three ; tut by Perſonal þ. ;;. 
Differences ; as, that the Father is tui« 
begotten, the Son begotten, and th? Flely Ci} 
proceeds from Father and Son, Is ine 
proper, he ſays in another place, ts 
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call the Divine Perſons Individuals, becauſe they 
have not three individual Divine Natures ; and 

: we muſt not form ſuch a Notion of Three 
P. 23 Perſons as of Three Men. From all 
which I humbly conceive, I have good reaſon 
to conclude, That the Three Perſons in the 
Geahead arc not Three particular or individual 
intellizent Beings, Natures, or Principles ; nor 
are Three Perſons as Three Men arc Three Per- 
ſens; which was the thing 1 undertook to ſhew 
in the Conſrderations. 

This is the main Argument the Dean makes 
uſe of, to ſhew, thar 1 do certainly oz and 
endeavour to prove , that Ged is but one ſingle 
Perſon; and the Reader will fee the Force of 
ir more clcarly, if he will turn back to the 
84th. page of his Book ; for there he will find 
him raking me to Task for (aying that One and 
the ſame Ged is Three Perſons ; which Prepoſition, 

' he aflirms, to be in the moſt obvious 
hg Senſe of theſe words, manifeſt Herefie ; 
and he is mightily afraid was intended ſo by the 
Conſtderer. From whence it evidently follows, 
that I muſt needs exdeavonr to prove the Catha» 
0 lick Faith concerning a 7 rinity impoſſivl:, 
(7% by maintaining, that God 7s but Ons 

ſingle Perſon; becauſe | am guilty of manifeſt 
Herefie, in aſhrming, that God 7s Three 

Perſons. 
But to bring of this ſeeming Contradicion, 
the Dean wil! make me ay, there are 7hree 
Perſons 


P. 85. 
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Perſons in the Godhead in another ſenſe 
of the word Peſo 1 mention, as it ſig- 
nifies an Office, Charat:r, or ſome ſuch ©04:4. 
Complex Notion applicalle to an intelligent © - 
Being ; and thatthis is all he Perſonal Diftin&ti- 
on I allow in God; tho' I do expreſly prove, 
that the word Perſon, when applied to Fither, 
Sen and Holy Gheft, is improperly uſed in this 
Senſe, and falls ſhort of the Niſtinffion 
ftenificd Ly thoſ» terms in Scripture: And 
he brings me in dcalzzg lo plainly.in the 
Calc, as to call them Firurativ? [Oye D 112, 
ſoas, tho' I never heard of the Expreſli- 
on before, and do not underſtand it now. As 
for any other Diſltintion of Z/ypoſtaſes 
or Perſons beſides that of Names, Ex- 
ternal Offices, and Relaticns, (which I ſuppoſe 
are his Figurative Perſons} ke lays / at felute!y 
Rejeft it ; and the Reaſon he gives for it is, 
becauſe I will not allow that rhar Threefold 
Differeace or Diſt inftion which belongs to God, 
can be any other, Lut ſuch as is conſflent with 
th: Unity and Simplicity of th: Divine Nature. 
Burt 1 hope this Reaton docs nor hold, be- 
cauſe rhen there will be no avoiding Sabelliaze 
i/z without failing into 7ri1h:iſm; For if there 
bz not ſuch x Thre:feld Diſtiuilicn telenning ro 
God as ts conſiſtent with th: Uiity of th: Divine 
Niturs, 1t neceſiarily foliows from hence, thar, 
it there be any Piſfinen of Divins Perſens 


art ail, there muſt be 75rce Get 
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| do not {ay that Dr. Sherlock means to lead 
us into Tritheiſm, by the firange Arguments 
he brings to prove me a Savellian; tis plain 
from another thing he objeAs to me concer- 
ning the Diltin&tion of Perſons in the God- 
head that he does-not. For, tho” I do plainly 
aſſert in the Conftderations, That Father, Sor 
and Holy Ghoſt are Three Perſons, and, as he 
has here proved, I do affirm, they are Three 
Perſons in ſuch a Senſe as is conſiſtent with the 
Unity of the Divin? Nature; yet in ano- 

P. 9% ther place of his Book he blames me 
for having no r-card to the different Notions of 


| 
| 


Nature and Perſons; and for raking no notice of | 


that Gld Catholick Diftinttion, that God is One in 
Nature and Three in Perſons. "Tis certain then 
from hence, that the Dean docs himſelf be- 
lieve, that Cod 7s One in Natur: and Three in 
Perſens, in the Carholick Scnſe of thoſe No- 
tions, and conſequently that there is ſuch a Di» 
ſtinition belonging to God, as is conſiſtent with 
the Unity of the Divine Nature; For otherwiſe 
he would not have been {o oyermuch concerned 
for this DiſtinQtion of Natsre and Perſon, as to 
blame me for taking no notice of it, without 
conſidering that I had inſiſted upon it. 

Bur, 2s willing as T am to put the beſt Con- 
{iruction I can upon the Dean's Principles, I can- 
nor poſſibly entertain fo favourable Thoughts 
of his way of Trearing me; For, beſides that 
} plainly own, Ged 7s On: in Natare and Three 

on 


d 1 really do, yet the Dean had no reaſon to 
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in Perſons ; and therefore there was no occali- 
on at all ro rax me with a Neglect of that 
Catholick Diſtiniion ; I cannot but think that 
he lays more ſtre(s upon the Ule of theſe diffe- 
rent Notions of Nature and Perſon than he had 
leave from his own Principles tro do ; only 
that | might appear more blameable for my 
ſuppoſed zo r2gard ro them: And the Reaſon 
of my thinking ſo 1s, becauſe in another Chap- 
rer of his Book, when he is got a great way 
oft of this place, he freely confeſles, 
that hz is not ſatisfied of that abſolute © 33 
neceſſity mhich ſome pretend of lating Nicely and 
Philoſophically this Diſt inftion between Nature and 
Perſon in ord:r to underſland the Doftrine of the 
Trinity: For he is of opinion, that 
Men who und:rſtand little of this Di= ® 338. 
inction, may believe very Orthodoxly in Father, 
Son and Holy Ghaſt without it. Whether th:ſ: 
are very ſevere and ſcandalous Refleftions upon 
ſome of the Wiſeſt and Greateſt Men among us; as 
ſome of thole who pretend there is ſuch a n:ceſſi» 
ty of diſtinguiſhing rightly between Nature and 
Perſon are; and whether the Refledtions are not 
ſuch as Dr. Sherlock had little Reaſon for, 1 
ſhall nor rake upon me to ſay. Bur this I am 
{ure of, That, if I had not made ule of that 
Diſtinftion of Nature and Ferſon, as | manifeſtly 
bave, and had not lookt upon it to bea very 
good, very old, and very xeceſ[ary DiſtinCtion, as 


bring 
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bring my Faith into queſtion upen that Pre- 
rence; ſince, by his own Confeſſion, a Man may 
telieve very Orthodoxly without it. 


The Dean having given ſuch an Account of 
whart he calls the Confederers Way, and 
P. 119 expreſs Dottrine, as to make him believe 
4 Trinity in One ſingle Perſon, diſtinguiſhed 
only by three Names or Perſonal Charatters ; 
he does, agrceably to the way of Repreſenters, 
introduce him as believing only az Inſpired 
Alan for a God Txcarnate. And this new Article 
exhibircd againſt me, is juſt as well founded as 
the other : For, after F had proved from Scrip- 
ture that Chriſt was God, one and the ſame God 
with the Father, from the ſame Divine Worſhip 
being payd him; from all the ſame Charatters 
of God being attributed to him ; and from his 
being joined with the Father in the ſame terms 
of Baptiſm, Salntation and Bleſſing : And, after 
I had proved that he was both God and Man 
by the fulneſs of th? Godhead dwelling in him 
Bokily , he comes and charges me with deny- 
ing the Divinity of cur Saviour, only becauſe 
_, Þ cannor. explain how God and Man are 
oy united; tho" at the fame time / venture 
| to ſay, that Þ ca conceive God and Man 
Cted, as well as I ca conceive Body and Soul 
United; which, 1 think, exprelles as ſtrong a 
belict of this Point as \\ords can declare. 


But 
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Bur if all this is not ſufficient ro convince 
him thar I do believe Chriſt was God, 1 am ture 
this Expreſſion of mine ought to have done it ; 
that Chriſt was as conſcious of all the Di- 
vine Perfettions in himſelf, as a Man is 
con{cious of his own Thoughts. For, as he him(cl£ 
truly argues from hence, this was in . 
poſſible without being true and perfett God 
in his own Perſon. 

If T have no where in the Conſiderations 
uſed theſe terms Incarnate and Iacarnation:; | 
do aflure him it was for no other Reafon but 
becauſe they did not oftcr themſelves to me 
before thoſe I did uſe : For I make no ſcruple 
at all of expreſſing my ſclf in any Terms fo 
well eſtabliſhed as theſe are ; Tho I do freely 
acknowledge, that I am extreamly cautious 
with regard to any other Words that have nor 
the ſame Authority and determined Signitica- 
tion as theſe have. But the want of the(c 
Terms ſhall be a grcat Crime in me, and a 
certain Argument of my not believing that 
God was made Fl:|h, tho' | declared my Faith 
of the Ariticle in never {o many other Terms, 
that were as full and expreſſive as theiz, ani 
by the generality of Chriſtians berrer under- 
ſtood. 

Such is the Civil Uſar: 1 have mt 1s 
from the Dean throughout his whole Exami- 
nation of my Book ; as would be very eatic 
to ſhew, by a particular &niwer to every yr" 
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he Cavils ar, if I miſtruſted my own Cauſe 
or my Readers Judgment {o much, as not ro 
think rhere is enough faid already ro farisfic 
any boily who is concerned to know the truth 
of this Matter, that Dr. Sherlock has very 
widely and unreaſonably Miſrepreſented me. 
Any Man that will be at the trouble of exa- 
mining the Conſiderations after the Dean, will 
himſelf ſupply my Anlwer to all rhe other 
Paſlages he has cenſured : For he muſt needs 
perceive, upon reading that little Diſcourſe 
through, that the Dean was fome way or 0- 
ther diſpoſed ro fuſpe&t me of Sabellianiþm, 
and that afterwards he interpreted every thing 
{ faid according to his own Suſpicions ; that 
he raxcs me with Opinions that I ſet up only 
ia order to Confute ; and rhat he condemns 
me for not believing a thing before I come to 
the proper place I propoled to conſider it in. 


This I think is very caſily perceivable, and 

'5 what I have more than ordinary Reaſon to 

complain of ; becauſe the Dean uſes all other 

Accounts of the Trinity more Fayourably than 

mine; tho 1n all aypearance as far remoyed 
from the caly True one, his own. 

\s for Example; He does in ſeveral places 

of his Book, and particularly Chap. 4. 

$07. 8. endeavour to bring off rhe 

Scheelmen for calling the Thyee Perſens in the 

Vodbead, Relations, and Properties. 
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Set. g. of the ſame Chapter, he Vin- 
dicates the Fathz»* for diſt;z9nilhing the ® nt 
Three Divine P:1ſons by difforent Charadters, and 
Medes of Sulſiſtence, which they call Tegws: 
vmzptews, and 7s the only Diſlinftion, as he 
there acknowledges, which the Catholick Fathzr: 
allow between the Three Divine F er(c As, 

Further 1n the {ame SedF/on, all ſich 
Expreſſions as imply that rhe Farher © 75 
is God in a more excellent and erunent Seal? 
thaw the Son or Fely Ghoſt; or that the 
Father alone ( ftriftly ſpeaking ) is a Being abſc- 
lately PerfefF, he judges are incoxvenient ways 
of ſpeaking, and liable tro great Cavils and. Miſ- 
conſtruftions: But, notwithſtanding this, ic 1s 
willing to allow they may be expounded ; 
to a very Catholick Senſe ; tho' an abſo» ® 37” 
lute perfect God, and a God that wants any Per- 
fedion, he thinks, ſounds not only like two Gods, 
but like Gods of different kinds. All that is 
meant by ſuch Expretſions as thele, he grants 
is certainly True and Catholick; and conſequent- 
ly that a 7rinity which ſounds like Three God 
of different kinds, may have a Cathelick Meaning 
under it. 

Afterwards he helps out the Schoo!- 
meu again, by ſhewing us in what Senſe * 364. 
ſome of them thought it wery Orthodox to ſay 
THREE GODS, if we took care to explain 
what we meant by it. 


B 3; And 
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And indeed, he 1s particularly kiad to the 
Schoelmen ; for, beſides this, and the Inſtance 
before mentioned, he is at a great 
deal of pains to ſhew in the Seyenth 
Chapter, 7 hat tho' the Schools have changed the 
Ancient Cathelick Language, by teaching, that the 
Divine Eſſence is On: in Numzer and Singular ; 
whereas the Catholick Fathers denied that God was 
On: in Number, but only in Nature; yet they 
meant the wiry ſame thing, and their Philoſephy 
about Sinzulariry and Number was the ſame. 

If therefore by the Dean's Favour and ſpr- 
cial Allowance, Three Relations, Three Properties, 
Three Charadters, Three Modes of Subſiſtence, and 
THREE GODS, may have a 7 rue and Orthe- 
dox Signification given them, and teaching City 
of Number may be reconciled to a denial of Unity 
-{ Number; 1 muſt rake the liberty to ſay, it 
was fomewhar unkind in the Dean, not ro find 
out ſome O-thedox Senſe to explain my Words 
in too; elpeciallygince | have made uſe of no 
{uch obnoxious Terms as moſt of thoſe he has 
pleaſed to defend arc. 

But ſuppoſe I had with the Noetians and Sa- 

bellians, turz:d the:Three Divine Pers 

P-7*13 ſons into Thyee Names or Three parts 
of Ong Perſen (as never did any thing like 
it) yet ſince this, by his own confeſſion, has 
much more S'uſe in it than Three Medes, and 
Three Meds are capa'l! of an Orthodox Expeſtti- 
en, as ne himſelt has proved, I might reaſonably 
have 
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have expeacd to eſcape better than I do, if 
che Dean had been inclined to ſhew me any 
Favour. 

Nay further, had 1 made Father, So and 
Holy Ghoſt only Figurative Perſons (which the 
Dean very unjuſtly charges me with) 
yer ſince he owns there is ſome Senſe 
in which we may allow Father and Son to be Me- 
taphorical Names, 1 cannot bur fancy, if he had 
heartily intended Ciwility, he could have found 
out ſome Senſe or other in which Figuratzve 
Perſons might be allowed too. 

But when I never thought that Father, Son 
and Foly Ghoſt were any thing like Three 
Parts; when 1 poſitively maintain and endea- 
your to prove, that they are more than 7 hr? 
Names or Three Meod:s (as Modes ſignitie the 
Meades of One Perſon, and not Three Per- 
ſons, in the Cathelick Sznſe of Tegms P75: 
sTp&ews ; ) and when I firmly belicye them to 
be Three Proper, and not "Three Fizurative 
Perſons ; why might nor 1 have been broughr 
off as well as others, and had ſome fair and 
Orthodox Meaning put on my Words by 2 Man 
that had ſhewn fo much Candor upon the 
like Occaſions 2 . 

Whart the Reafon of this different Condut 
was, does nor yet appear; bur lo ir is, that 
the Dean has Treated me after a very particu- 
lar manner ; and has found our tuch Meanings, 
Senſes and Siznifications for my Words, as can 
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never be reconcil'd-to the Carholick Rules of Exe 
pounding Longuage. But bare Miſrepreſenta- 
tion might caſily have been ſer right, or neg- 
leed, if he had nor taken occafion from hence 
ro accule me, as he does, cither in Expreſs 
Terms, or by plain Inſinuations, of ZZerefre, So- 
phiſtry, and diſhoneſt Dealing ; denying Myſteries, 
preferring Neafon to Scripture, want of dut re- 
gard to the Fathers. | 

This indeed 1s a very terrible Accuſation ; 
but having ſhewed already that his Evidences 
don't agree ; that they don't prove what they 
were brought for, if they held together; and 
rhat there is great appearance of Pique and 
Reſentment in the Proſecution ; my Defence 
of my ſclf will be cafic and lie in a narrow 
c00M. 


1}. In the next place then TI ſhall Defend 

my felf from the Charge of Sabellianiſm. 
And if I can acquit my ſelf well upon this 
Head, 1 ſhall fully Anſwer the Dean's Thrce 
firſt Articies of /Yerefie, Sophiſtry, and diſhoneſt 
Dealines, For, tho' Secinianiſm be ſometimes 
infinuated to blacken the Accuſa- 
tion, 1 am at other times ſo ſo- 
lemnly purged from that Guilr, 
that upon the whole Matter I 
can find norhing of ZZerefre cleave to me but 
Faveli;ariſm; And therefore, if I can clear my 
ſelf 


) ho | 
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ſelf wholly of this Impuration, I muſt be al- 
lowed to have mcant as well as ſpoken 0r:ho- 
doxly, and coniequently to have dealt Foneſtly, 


' and to haye uſed no Art or Sophiſtry in my 


Expretlion. 

Now in order to overthrow his Charge of 
Satelliaviſm, I muſt ſuit my Defence to his way 
of drawing it up ; and ſhew Firſt, that 
I my ſelf am not guilty of the Sabellian ® 
Herefie, and Secondly, that wy Words are nor. 


86. 


That 1 am nor a Sabell;an I prove from the 
Account he gives us of the Opinions of Noztus 
and Sabelliys concerning the Trinity : 
For they, as he tells us, affirm, that *7* 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt are but Three Names 
of the ſame Perſon ; who is ſometimes called the 
Father, at other times the Son or the Floly Ghoſt, 
with reſpett to his different Appearances or Ope- 
rations : Or thry made the Son and Holy Ghoſt not 
Two Perſons, but Two Perſonal Attribates in Ged, 
his Wiſdom or Power : Or they made the Trinity 
tut Thrce parts of one compound:d God, as a Man 
conſiſts of Bady, Soul and Spirit. Bur all theſe 
Opinions .1.rejef? and condemn; and look up- 
on as Hereftes juſtly rejected and condemned by 
the Catholick Church. and therefore, if this be 
a true and-full Repreſentation of Sabellianiſm, 
25 no doubt it muſt, I am as ſure I am no S4- 
bellian as 1am ſure I know my own Thoughts. 


And 
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And further, I am not only ſure of this 
now, but I had the fame Notions of the 7ri- 
nity, and the ſame aflurance of my Faith when 
I writ the Confrderations : And, as far as I 
know any thing of the Force and Propriety of 
the Engliſh Tongue, I think I have expreſſed 
my ſelf as fully 'There as Here. 

For what can be more plain than what I 
aſſert in my Preface to that Diſcourſe, that a 
pure Nominal Diſtinion ſeems to me utterly irre= 
concilable to the Language and Defion of Scrip- 
ture? And agrecably to this, I do not only 
ſay, but endeavour to prove in the Book, that 
the Three Perſons in the Godhead are nor Three 
in that Senſe only of the word Perſor in which 
it is taken for an Ofics, Charatter, Relation, or 

ſuch like complex Notion applicable to an 
Confite Tatellizent Bring ; becaule fach an Ac- 

>) S&, ? 

count of the 7rinity as this, falls far 
ſhort of thoſe hizh Expreſſions of Diſtintion found 
in Scripture ; and becauſe the 7rinity would 
then be no My7-7y, as Chriſtians have always 
thoughr, an: I undercook to ſhew it to be. 

But, not to multiply Quotations of this 
kind, when one is ſuſhicient ; I will rake leave 
to Tranſcribe that Account | give of the Ds- 
FFrine of the Trinity, when I come to ſumm uv 
my whole Opinion together which I had been 
proving before by Parts; and which the Dean 
had not Patiernc? to read before he finiſhed his 


Examination of my Book, * This 
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*This then is the utmoſt we arc 
* required to thelicve, or are capable of 
* believing concerning the 7 rinity : 
* viz, Thatrhele Three different Terms, Father, 
* Son, and Z1oly Gheſt, are all applicd in Scrip- 
* ture to the One cnly Supreme Ged; that all 
* the A4dions, Offices, and Relations which are 
* in Scripture aſcribed to any of theſe Names 
* (excepting thoſe proper to the /7uman Nature 
* of Chriſt) arc there plainly attri-uted and 4s 
* truly belong to one and the ſume Divine Nature; 
*That rhcre are ſuch frequent and evident 
* Aſſertions of the C7zity of God in Scripture, 
*and yer fuch plain Expreliions of Diſtinizen 
* ſignified by rhele Terms Father, Son and 
* Holy Ghoſt, as imply a Conſiſtency of Unity 
* and Diſtinition in the Godhead: Thar this 
© Diſtinction, wherever ir be, is not the ſame 
© with that we conceive berwixt the 4ttri- 
* butes of God, which are Partial Concep- 
* tions of his Eflence, nor a mrer Difference 
* of Nume, Office, or Relition, (tho' thele are 
* all the Diflerences we can expreſly conceive as 
* applicable to the Divine Nature) but ſome 
* other Diſtinction which we have but a confi 
* {ed Perception of, and cannot comprehend or 
* explain by any particular Ideas; which uz- 
© known inexplicable Diſiinctica 18 the Foundatis 
* on of all thoſe Diltcrences expreſly conceivalle 
© by us. 
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Which «known Diſtinion is ſaid before to 

have been an Eternal Diſtinction in the 

P55" Godhead, and to be very fitly and pro- 

p 49. perly cxprelsd by rhe Church, by the 

word Perſon; as I do likewiſe in the 

ſame page affirm, That the Name of each Per- 
fon does include the whole Idea of God is it. 

And immediately after this ſummary Ac- 
count of my Faith which] have now repeated, 
I declare it my Opinion, That the Athanaſtar 
Creed is as Rational an Explication of the Tri- 
nity 45 can well be made, 

From all which I think it neceſſarily fol- 
lows, that I do not make the 7hree Perſons 
inthe Godhead only Three Names or Three Parts, 
or the Son and Holy Ghoſt only Two Perſonal At- 
tributes, as the Sabcllizns did ; and therefore 
my Words cannot be guilty of Sabellianiſm : or if 
they ſhould be thought ſo ſtill, the Athanafran 
Creed may be proved to be as compleat and ar- 
tificial a Scheme of Sabellianiſm as the Confide- 
rations, Which is a Task that ought to be 
undertaken by one who is reſolv'd to find $:- 
bellianiſm in every Account of the Trinity, 
where he can't find Three Infinite Minds ; for 
fear all Sabellzans, when they are cloſely pur- 
ſu'd, ſhould fly to this Creed, and fd fuch 

4 ſafe Retreat there, as 1 in vain ſought 
P. fel for in 4» Obſcure and Confus d Know- 
ledze. 


But 
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Burt however I am driven from that Strong- 
held, and however uncapable I may berendred 
of defending any particular Paſſages and Expreſ- 

frons in the Conſrderations, Tam ſtill perſuaded ir 
may be made very manifeſt that 'tis no Sabell;- 
an Account of a Trinity I haye given there, 
from the whol: Deion of the Book, and the 
ſeveral Proofs inſilted upon in it. For what 
need was there of diſtinguiſhing betwixt Ge- 
neral abſtratted, and Particular determinate 
Conceptions> betwixt What we are able to 
conceive, and what we ave required #0 belicue 
of the Trinity? What occaſion had I to 
prove that there 2rc no Words or Expreſſions 
wharſoever, that can contribute any thing to- 
wards Explaining our Faith in this DoQtrine ? 
And to what purpoſe thould IT take pains to 
Vindicate what we bclieve from the ObjeCti- 
ons of Myſtery and Contradition, by ſhewing, 
rhar we ought to believe Myfteries, and that 
there is no Contradiction implyed in our 
Faith 2 To what End and Purpote, I fay, was 
all this, if I took the 7hree Perſons in the God 
head ro be nothing elſe but Thre? Nemes, C ha- 
racters. or Relations of On: God; Which is ſuch 
an ceaſie conceivable Notion, as I was ſure e- 
very body underſtood, and was liable to none 
of thoſe Difficulties I was labouring to re- 
move? This would have been a very abſurd 
ridiculous Enterprize if it had been done, and 
as hard to be accounted for, as the Dean's Sa- 
gacity now is in finding out what was ſo very 
unlikely to be intended, Thus 
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Thus have I freed my Words as well as my 
Self from the 2uilt of any Sabellian Meaning, 
as faras | am a capable Judge of what was 
meant by them ; Burt, bccauſe I may be ſul- 
peed of Partiality in the Cate, I appeal to 
the Judgment of all that ever read the Cop- 
frderations, whether there be any Sabellian No- 
tions, Sccizes, or Conclufrons in them: And I 
think I may tafcly put my Cauſe upon their 
Verdi, becaul: 1 was 1{o long a concealed 
Author as to have the opportunity of know- 
ing what Opinion a great many Perlons of 
Character hag of that Ditcourſe; and ſeveral 
of them were ſuch, whole kill in the Con- 
troyerlic of the Trinity, and zeal for the Do- 
Ctrine and Catholick Expoſition of ir, muſt 
be allowed by the Dean as well as the reſt of 
the World ; and Ido folemnly proteſt to him, 
= thar, till he tax'd me with Sabellianiſm 
j..* ina former Pamphlet, 1 never heard 
Kee aud Of any Perlon whatſocyer that laid 
XN. any ſuch thing to my Charge. And 

rin, Ex. > 
p.2z, 1 can hardly perſuade my elf the 
Dcan was the moſt unprcjuaiced 
Reader of the Coaſrderations of any that ever 
gave themſelves the trouble of looking into 
them; nay, he mult excule me if | believe he 
Che Examined the Book with a {trong 
b 1232, tincture of Prejudice againſt it, and 
gave a haſty Sentence for want of 
Patience to proceed any furiher in the ders 
than 


ſay Three Infinite Minds and Spirits, all 
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than he was willing to have itgo; and 'ris the 
civileſt thing I can believe, becauſe I ſhould 
be rempred to have a very ſtrange Opinion of 
any Man's Judgment that thought ſo contrary 
to cyery body elſe in ſuch a plain Matter as 
this is, without ſome ſccret Byaſs to incline 
him to be Singular. 

Bur allowing the Dean's Prejudiccs to run 
never {o high, 'twas a little roo ſevere, me- 
thinks, to pals a peremptory Cenſure upon 
me for Fereſie, becauſe he knew there lay no 
appeal from his Sentence, tho' every body elſe 
were willing to acquit me of it: Had ſome 
Univerſity made a Decree againſt me, I might 
have got that caſily revers'd by a contrary 
Judgment of a Doftor of greater Authority ; 
Bur when Dr. Sherlock affirms, *Zis Fereſre not to 


Vindic. 
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cannot ſecure me for adhering ſtill to 
this ancient Form of Three Perſons. Bur I muſt 
bear my Misfortune as well as I can, and, 
ſince this is the only way of Defence I haye 
lefr. me; I will procced ro examine the re- 
maining parts cf his Charge againſt me. 

I. Thirdly, 1 ſhall cndcavourto Vindicate 
the Deſign of the Confrderations, and ſhew 
whar Reaſon 1! had for not inſiſting upon 77a- 
dition and the Authority of the Fathers. 

Now the Deſign of the Con/tderations was 1n 
ſhort this : To Prove the Dottrine of the Tri- 
ns 
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nityin ſuch a manner as I thought might equal- 
ly ſecure the Truc Catholick Faith a;ainſt the 
falſe Opinions of all forts of Hey:t;chs rhar 
oppoſe it, and the improper Expoſitions of all 
ſuch as undertake to Explain it. 

f+: 9rder to this end, I juaged it the beſt 
Method to conſult Scripture firſt, and from 
thence, in Anſwer to the Socinians and Arians, 
to ſhew, that the S-n and Zoly Ghoſt are trulyGed, 
the ſame God with the Father, by all the Chara- 
Cters of the One only God being there applyed 
to them; And from the ſeveral Marks and Ex- 
preſſions of Diſtintion found in the Langnaze 
of Scripture to prove againſt the Sabellians, that 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt are not meer Names, 
or ſignifie only dicrent Offices, Relations, At- 
tritutes, or Paris of the Deity, but ſome Fter- 
nal Diſftiaion difterent from all theſes: But 
the manner of God's being Three being no 
where determined in Holy Writ, nor any 0- 
ther Terms beſides thoſe of Father, Sen and 
Holy Ghoſt, made uſe of there to fignitic it, I 
thought ir proper, againſt all prerenders to 
plain and 7melligible Explications of this Won- 
derful Diſfin&ion in the Divine Nature, to e- 
vince from Reaſon, that it is not conceivable 
by Human Underſtanding in this Life, nor 
expreſſible by any Language we have or can 
invent; It ſeem'd alſo ro me very expedient 
that it ſhould in the ſame manner be made to 


appear, that there can be no Abſurdity or Con- 
tradieFion 
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tradition in the Catholick Faith of the Trinity, 

as expreſſed by er Church; that fo, thele O 
jeQions being remoy'd,, I might etiectually 
urge againſt thoſe that blame us for requiring 
the belief of a Myſtery, thar 'tis very agreeable 
to our Reaſon, to believe whar's as plainly re 
vealed by God, as this DoQtine is, notwith- 

ſtanding we are not able to comprehend it. 
This was the End I propos'd ro my elf in 
the Confederations, and theſe were the Mcans 
I lookt upon as the likelieſt to cffeR ir; tho 
I have caſt my Thoughts into another Method 
in Writing than whar I ranged them in before 
I writ ; becauſe 1 did not believe the fame 
way I took to fatisfie my ſelf fo proper 
for the conviction of others: For I never had 
ſeen any Argument that gave me occaſion to 
diſtruſt the Catholich Opinion, but only* I 
thought my ſelf oblig'd ro be fo impartial 
(whatever diſlike the Dean may have to 
impartiality) as to examine carcfully, 
whether I had good reaſon to believe 
what I had hitherto believed , without ſuch 
ſtrict Examination ; and this being my cale, 
I was art liberty to follow the natural courle 
of my Subject, in confrdering for my ſelf: But 
the different Prejudices of thoſe that had em- 
brac'd contrary Opinions, and the appearan- 
ces of Truth and Reaſon they were'founded 
upon, requir'd a different method of Appli- 
cation in any one that undertook to encoun- 
| xer 
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ter them; and a Man could not ſcarch this 
Point throughly, without percciving what it 
was that other Pcople chictly fluck at; and 
therefore the Con/tderations were contrived in 
{uch a manner, as appear'd, at the time when 
they were writ, the moſt pcoper to make the 
Belief of the Trinity calic to others, by remo- 
ving all the principal Difficulties ſuppoſed to 
obſtruct it, by thoſe that cither denied or 
doubtcd of that Doctrine, or were perplexed 
in their Faith abour it. 


The Reaſons why 1 did not inſiſt upon 77a- 
dition, and the Authority of the Fathers, were 
theſe ; 

Firſt. 1 did not imagine, that if a thing 
was' well proycd any one way, there could be 
much real necd of a further Proof, Though 
Scripture and Authority are two agrecing VWitneſ- 
ſes, as the Dean calls them, yet I could not 
apprehend, rhat when oze Witneſs was acknow- 
ledged ſufficient ro prove the Point, the Cauſe 
could {uffer by not calling in a ſecend. There's 
nothing ſo common in the Controverſies of 
Religion, as for different Men, according to 
their difterenr Talents and Studies, to take 
different Methods of oppoſing or defending 
the ſame Doctrine ; and 1 never before heard 
ir objected ro-any of them , that he did not 
fight his Adverſary at all Wcapons. The D6- 
trim of 1 ran{ubſt antiation has been proved by 
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{ome to be abſurd and falſe, from Principles 
of Senſe and Reaſon only : others have expoſed 
the Falſhood of ic, by Arguments taken pure- 
ly from Scripture; and the fame Opinion has 
becn ſhewn to be erroneous and Heretical, 
from the concurrent Teſtimony of the Catho- 
lick Fathers, without the former helps. And 
why may not the ſame Method be ulcd in 4:- 
fence of the Trinity, as is allowed in the con- 
futation of the corporal Preſence 2 eſpecially ſince 
the Adverſaries of the 7rinity have blaſphe- 
mouſly loaded this Doctrine with the ſame 
Abſurditjes as Tranſubſtantiation is juſtly charg+ 
able with. 

But beſides that Scripture and Reaſon toge- 
ther are ſufficient ro make good the DotZrine 
of the Trinity againſt all char oppoſe it, there 
are a great many we have to deal with upon 
this Subje, rhat will not be argued with up- 
on any other Heads. For the Socinians ( as 
the Dean rightly obſerves of them) _ __ 
reject the Dodtrine of the Fathers, and © 
the Catholick Tradition of the Faith from the As 
poſtolick Age, and yet appeal to Scripture and na- 
tural Sextiments : and how could theſe Men 
be apply'd ro more properly, than by ſhewing 
that Scripture and natural Sextiments ate a- 
eainſt them 2 Some there are ( as particular- 


'ly, the Author of the Anſwer to Dy. Bull's 


Tudgament of th: Futhers) who pretend that 
Tradition is of the fide of the Arrians and 
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Unitarians; only that our Fathers wp to 
get the better of theirs, and ſo by that means 
their Books were preſerved , and what theſe 
Men eſteem the true Orthodox Writings were 
loſt. Now, tho this be an impudent pretence, 
and may 10 doubt be proved to be ſo, by 
ſuch an exa& Maſter of Eccleſiaſtical Anti- 
quity as Dr. Bull; yet it ſeems to me much 
eaſier, to convince ſuch Men as theſe from 
Scripture and Reaſon, which are allowed to be 
the ſame on both ſides, than from Authority, 
when They and We are not agreed upon the 
ſame Fathers. 

Another Reaſon, and that which principal- 
ly determin'd me not to conſult the Fathers 
upon this Point was, becaule, when I was (a- 
tisfied from the Scripture and Church Account 
of this Article, that God was One and Three in | 
luch a manner as my Reaſon told me was in- 
conceivable, I thought it in vain to ſearch the 
Fathers, in order to know what Terms they 
had made uſc of to cxpreſs what was not to 
be expreſled more clcarly in any : beſides I 
was ſo far of the Dean's mind , as 
ro be convinced it required great 
care and application to find out the unanimons 

cnſe of the Fathers upon this DoQtrine; that 
it was nccc{[ary to diſtinzuiſh betwixt their Faith 
and Phil:ſophy; and that their Faith when thus 
diſtinguiſhed was p/aiz and ſimple, and juſt 
tnch as we find it now in the Scriptures. | 
| knew ' 


P* 239. 


—— —_— 


LY A, OO 'Y "Ry a_ ELL 


Q 0 ru, = bp os Lo we 


concerning the TxiniTyY, 37 


knew very well, that the Fathers were cx- 
tremely cautious of departing from the Lan- 
guage of Scripture, and that when they did 
change their way of ſpeaking, ir fell our ( as 
the'Dean has obſerycd ) that the wnſcri- 
ptural Terms they were forced to uſe againft 
the Hereticks, by degrees improved into great 


P+ 3» 


ſubtilties, and diſturbed the Church with very nice 


wrangling Diſputes : For which reaſons I hoped 
I might be excuſed, if I rook a ſhorter and 
eaſier way of proving the DodFrine of the Tri- 
nity, than by undertaking to vindicate the 
Fathers and Schools from thoſe Obſcuris 
ties, Inconſiſtencies, and Contradiftions, 
which, the Dean lays, arc generally charged on 
them; and to reQtific all the Improprieties of 
the Philoſophical Terms uſed by the Fathers,which 
the wiſeſt Men, as he tells us, have __ 
owned in them, when apply:d to this ſa- dy 
cred Myſtery. 

Theſe were the Grounds I went upon, in 
not inſiſting upon a 7raditionary Proof of the 
Doctrine of the 7rinity; and I hope no ſober 
unprejudiced Perſon will be offended with me 
for taking the ſhorteſt , moſt eftectual, and 
moſt unqueſtionable way of convincing my 
ſelf and others, of what was neceſlary to be 
believed upon this Subject : nor ſuppoſe that 
I do not think the Fathers very good 
Guides in Religious Controverſies, be- 
cauſe in this Point I was fully perſuaded 1 

C3 had 
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had found my way without them ; and I was 
{urc thar the greateſt part of thoſ# that err'd 
in wrong Paths, would not accept of their 
direction, tho never fo clear and exprels. 

Had the Scripture ſeemed to me to contra- 
di&t the common Faith of the Church of Ex- 
gland, as it is now exprelled in our Publick 
Offices of our Religion, 1 ſhould then have 
chought my ſelf obliged ro conſult Authority 
in the matter ; and ſhould have paid as great 
a deference as any Man was willing or able 
to do, to the unanimous conſent of the firſt 
and moſt antient Catholick Writers : but hav- 
ing no ſuch temptation to examine them upon 
this Head, rior having. any New Terms, Noti- 
ons or Expoſitions, that wanted their Patronage 
ro reconcile them to Scriptare, and the gene- 
ral received Profeſſions of Faith ; | was content 
with ſhewing, that what I found in Scripture 
concerning the 7rinity, was exactly agreeable 
to what the Church requires us now to be- 
lieve of that Doctrine; and that this Form of 
found words tounded upon Scripture, was con- 
fiftent with all the Principles of our Reaſon; 
and conſequently upon all thele accounts was 
& proper Object of our Faith. 

This is what I thought my (ſelf concerned 
ro offer, for the publick Juſtification of my 
ſelf and my Deſign, with reſpec to the Con- 
fiderations; and having, as 1 am perſuaded, 


Aid what is ſufficient to ſatisfies others, rhat 


my 
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my Intentions in writing about 'the 7rjziry 
were very good , howeyer the Performance 
might fall ſhorr of them ; and that I haye all 
that Reſpect for the Fathers which their Lear- 
ned and Pious Works jultly challenge from 
us, and which the Church of England requires 
to be paid them: I ſhall Addrets my {elf a- 
freſh ro the Dean, and ſhew him, that as much 
as he thinks fir to Blame and Condemn me, 1 
have gone upon the ſame Deſign in the Con/i- 
derations, Which he acknowledges to be the 
beſt I could go upon, in a Ditcourſe of the 
Trinity ; I have obſerved the ſame Meaſures he 
recommends; I am more concerned for Myſf-- 
ries, rely leſs upon my natural Reaſon, and have 
a greater regard for the Fathers than eyen the 
Dean himlclf. 

Now that the beſt way of Managing the Con- 
troverſie of the Trinity is not to Explain or Ex- 
pound ir, nor to enter into the Philoſophical 
Diſputes of Fathers and Schoolmen, but to keep 
clole to Scripture, and ule no nw Terms, is ma- 
nifeſt from the Firſt Chapter of the Dean's la{t 
Book ; where he atlares us, that the Faith 
concerning- the 7rinity is plain and cer- Þ.*. 
ran, all of wt that 35 neceſſary to the Purpoſes of Re- 
lizion ; and that the beſt way to ſettle this Contro- 
werfie upon its truz ancient bottom, is to diſtinguiſh 
what is Fundamental from all Metaphyſical Spe- 
culations ; That the Form of Baptiſm is the Rule 
and Standard of our Faith in this Point, and was 
C 4 
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always appealed to as ſuch by the Catholick Fathers ; 
That the Names and Charatters of Father 
4 7 and Son are better underſtood, liable to leſs 
Diſputes, and convey to our Minds a more 
diſtinft Conception of God the Father and his Eters 
nal Son, than any other artificial Terms ; and that 
therefore we ought not to engage in Phile- 


— 


Pe4 phical Diſputes which we know little or n0- 

: thing of, and which the Scripture takes no notice 
of; but we ſhould reduce the Controverſie 

P.* as muchas poſſibly we can 1oScripture Terms; 


becauſe Artificial and Metaphyſical Terms divide 
even the profeſſors of the Catholick Faith, and 
give too juſt occaſion to the vain Boaſts and Tris 
wnphs of Hereticks. 
He has a great deal more to the ſame pur- 
, poſe in this Chapter, in order to ſhew 
F7- the abſolute neceſſity there is at preſent 10 
take this Controverſie of the Trinity out of Terms 
of Art, that our Adverſaries may ſee that our 
Controverſie with them is not concerned in theſe 
Diſputes: Which ſeems to me to be a full and 
perfect Confutation of what he has ſaid a» 
gainſt my Account of the Trinity, in his Se- 
cond Chapter; and for Defence of his own, in 
all the reſt of his Book : * For that which he 
here adviſes is what I propoſed to my ſelf in 
the Confiderations ; and the whole drift of his 
preſent Book is to juſtifie his taking a con- 
trary Method to this in the Former. 


Since 
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Since thcrefore I have endeavoured to ma- 
nage the Controverſie of the 7rinity, in the 
manner the Dean is pleaſed to approve and 
recommend to others, tho' it was not ſo pro- 
per perhaps for him himſelf to be confined to 
the Rules he gave; I cannot ſee any reaſon for 
his charging me, as by plain Suggeſtions he 
often does, with decrying Myſteries, preferrinz 
my Natural Reaſon to Scripture, and deſpiſing the 
Authority of the Fathers. 


To tax me with Decrying Myſteries, is to put 
me in the loweſt Rank of all the pretenders 
either to Xnowledge or Religion. There's no- 
thing in which a Man can demonſtrate his 
Ignorance of himſelf, and che whole Syſtem 
of things, more than by ſaying there are »o 
Myſteries in Nature; and there cannot be a 
more abſurd way of denying God and Revela- 
tion, than by maintaining there are no Myſteries 
in Revelation and the Scriptures. 1 have not, 
I am confident, rendred my ſelf obnoxious to 
ſuch an Imputationas this, by any thing I haye 
ſaid with relation ro Myſteries in my Diſcourſe 
of the 7rinity : For, what I chiefly contended 
for there, was, that the 7rinity was a Myſtery 
not conceivable by any Notions our Minds 
were able to frame, and conſequently not ca- 
pable of bcing rendred plainer than the Scip- 
ture Language made ir, by any other Terms, 
tho" never ſo wiſely choſen: From whence ir 
manifeſtly 
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always appealed to as ſuch by the Catholick Fathers z 
That the Names and Charatters of Father 
Y i and Sow are better underſtood, liable to leſs 
Diſputes, and convey to our Minds a more 
diſtintt Conception of God the Father and his Eters 
nal Son, than any other artificial Terms ; and that 
therefore we ought not to engage in Phile- 
P'+ phical Diſputes which we know little or no- 
thing of, and which the Scripture takes no notice 
of; but we ſhould reduce the Controverſie 
as much as poſſibly we can to Scripture Terms; 
becauſe Artificial and Metaphyſical Terms divide 
even the profeſſors of the Cathelick Faith, and 
give too juſt occaſion to the vain Boaſts and Tri» 
wmphs of Hereticks. 
He has a great deal more to the ſame pur- 
, pole in this Chapter, in order to ſhew 
F7- the abſolute neceſſity there is at preſent to 
take this Controverſie of the Trinity out of Terms 
of Art, that our Adverſaries may ſee that our 
Controverſie with them is not concerned in theſe 
Diſputes: Which ſeems to me to be a full and 
perfect Confutation of what he has ſaid a- 
gainſt my Account of the Trinity, in his Se- 
cond Chapter; and for Defence of his own, in 
all the reſt of his Book : * For that which he 
here adviſes is what I propoſed to my ſelf in 
the Confiderations ; and the whole drift of his 
preſent Book is to juſtifie his taking a con» 
trary Method to this in the Former. 


Since 
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Since therefore I have endeavoured to ma- 
nage the Controverſie of the 7rinzty, in the 
manner the Dean is pleaſed to approve and 
recommend to others, tho' it was not ſo pro- 
per perhaps for him himſelf co be confined to 
the Rules he gave; I cannot ſee any reaſon for 
his charging me, as by plain Suggeſtions he 
often does, with decrying Myſteries, preferrinz 
my Natural Reaſon to Scripture, and deſpifing the 
Authority of the Fathers. 


To tax me with Decrying Myſteries, is to put 
me in the loweſt Rank of all the pretenders 
either to Knowledge or Religion. There's no- 
thing in which a Man can demonſtrate his 
Ignorance of himſelf, and che whole Syſtem 
of things, more than by ſaying there are »o 
Myſteries in Nature; and there cannot be a 
more abſurd way of denying God and Revela- 
tion, than by maintaining there are no Myſteries 
in Revelation and the Scriptures. 1 have not, 
I am confident, rendred my ſelf obnoxious to 
ſuch an Imputationas this, by any thing I have 
ſaid with relation ro Myſteries in my Diſcourſe 
of the 7rinity : For, what I chiefly contended 
for there, was, that the 7rinity was a Myſtery 
not conceivable by any Notions our Minds 
were able to frame, and conſequently not ca- 
pable of bcing rendred plainer than the Scip- 
ture Language made it, by any other Terms, 
tho' never ſo wiſely choſen: From whence ir 
| manifeſtly 
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manifeſtly appears, that I think the Dot#rin: 
of the Trinity more a Myſtery than the Dean 

oes ; for he owls in the Preface to his Firſt 
Vindication of this Dottrine, that he has got- 
ren clear and more diſtintt Notions of this great 
Myſtery /ince the writing of that Book than he 
had before ; whereas I ſolemnly declare that I 
have nor, after the reading his Book, and wri- 
ting my own, any clearer or more diſtini# Noti- 
ons of the Trinity, than reading the Scripture 
had before given me, 

[f therefore I allow that there are Myſteries 
in Scripture, and that. the Myſteries we find 
there ought to be believed, and cannot be explain- 
ed, as 'tis evident I do; what Ground has the 
Dean to charge me with preferring my Reaſon 
and Natural Sentiments to Scripture? I have 
not that confidence in my own Reaſon as he 

_ imagines I have: I do not think any 
P-77- morc than he does, that Scripture is al- 
ways to be Expounded by our Natural Sentiments ; 
or that a 7rinity can be proved by Natural Rea- 
fon. And I am as ſenſible as the Dean pre- 

tends to be, that 7 know nothing of ſuch 
P-3'3* a Diſtinition and Unity of Subſtance in 
the Deity as can help us to form any Notion of 4 
Trinity in Unity, and defend it from th: Charge of 
Contradiition and Impoſſibility when we have done. 

From his own Experience he tells us, 
P-32% that when we reduce our Thoughts of 
the Trinity into Terms of Art, we find our Minds 
confouns 
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confounded and perplex'd, and unable to form any 
diſlintt and eaſie Ideas. Nay, let ns 

turn over our Minds as long as we pleaſe, *®' 33: 
and change Words and Phraſes, we can find no 
Hdeas to anſwer any Words of this nature ; And 
juſt ſo it is with me upon this Occaſion; What- 
eyer 'Terms I make ule of to expreſs the Tri- 
nity in, I am ſtill as far from comprehending 
it as I was before. 

But tho' our Experience be the ſame, our 
Condudt I perceive is different: For the Dean 
undertakes to give us a very zntellizible 
Account of a Trinity in Unity, and it 55” 
ſcems to him that he has performed it; P-357- 
that he has ſhewn us a Natural demon- », z11, 
tration of a Trinity, and made the Ge- 
neration of the Word, Whole of Whole, very con- 
ceivable; So that, upon the Conclufron of the 
Matter, he is perſuaded, that, by vertue 
of his largely Explaining his Idea of a ; 
T7 rinity in Unity, we have got 41 Iaea of P. 307: 
it toq, that very [dea which he has explained : 
viz. One Abſolute Divinity, with Two Eternal, 
Eſſential Proceſſions in the Unity and Idemity of 
Natnare: The Eſſential Father , Self-originated 
Mind, with his Eternal Word, his Eternal Sos, 
and the Eternal Spirit of Father and Son. And 
now he thinks he has Gr _ 
effecually done what he pretended to *? _ 
in his Firſt Vindication; and made his 
Account of the Trinity as Plain and Intelligible 


as 
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as the Notion of One God, or of One Perſon in 
the Godhead. And he ſeems to haye relyed 
very much upon his own Natural Sentiments in 
all his Performance ; For he will allow no o- 
ther Account of the Trinity bur this to be 

True ; becauſe that is the only Account 
Pe 375 of the Matter he can underſtand. *Tis 
plain the Three Perſons of the Trinity muſt 

be Three Infinite Minds and Spirits, be- 
P- 33% cauſe it is impoſſible for bim to form any 
other Notion of it. If you talk of Modes of 

Subſiſtence that will never Explain the 
P-345- Matter, becauſe he never could Under- 
ftand it; it is beyond his Philoſophy: Exeept we 
take his Account of the Do&rine of Relations, 
"tis impoſſible rightly to underſtand what the 
Schools, or any body elſe, teach about a Trinity 
in Unity : We mult allow his Natural Demon- 

ftration of the Tnſeparable Union of Fa- 
p. 32% ther and Son, by an inſeparable conſciogs 
Life and Senſation, becauſe there is no other 
Notion poſſible that we can form of the Mutual 

In-Bring of Father and Son: If we 
P33 would have ſenſible Notion of a Trini= 
ty in Unity, "tis abſolutely neceſſary to conſult his 
Do@rine of Relations. And leſt ſuch an Zntel- 
ligible Notion of a Trinity and Unity, as he has 
given us, ſhould nor be entertaind for want 
of ſufficient Authority from Scripture for it, 
_ muſt be Expounded ro it; For chat 
moſt certainly is 4 Self-cvident Propoſition, that 
Scripture 
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Scripture cannot contradiet a natural Demonſt ra- 

tion and ſenſible Notion of a Trinity. He, I, 
P.12#- and another which arc applied to Father, 
Son, and Foly Ghoſt, in Scripture, muſt fignifie 
Three as real diſtin Perſons when ſo applied 
there as as words frgnifie in common Speech ; 
For, if we don't allow this, then he who ſpeaks, 
and he to whom hz ſpraks, and he who is ſpoken 
of, muſt be one and the ſam: Perſon, which 
would be ſach prrverſentſs and d:ceit as does net 
become Ged: And 7 * in the Godhead, who 
arc as real diſt init # ons as thele words, 7, 
He, and another can inake Three to be in com- 
mon ſpeech, arc, and muſt be, by the Dean's 
Hypotheſis, Three Infinite Minds, "_ &c. 
From which Argument it is manifelt, that the 
Dean's Notions, [4:as, and Explications of a 
Trinity in Union, muſt be Intcliizible and Or- 
thodox, and no other, or cl{e we muſt be for- 
ced to charge God Almighty with ſuch things 
as it is nor fit to repeat. 

This is the Dean's way of Managing the Con- 
troverfie of the Trinity: Bur for my part, not- 
withſtanding all the pains he has bcen ar to 
enlighten me, I cannot yet form any ſenſibl: 
Notion, or be led into a natural belief of 
a Trinity in Unity. Tho I agree with 
him in all his former Experiences, I haye not 
the ſame feeling he has of a Mind, 
Word, and Spirit; and therefore I have 


not yet been taught by the natural Notion and 
Taea 


358, 
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[dex of a Mind, nor does my natural 

P: 339 Reaſon ſtrongly infer, that there is ſuch 
a Diſtinfion in the Trinity , as that ſignified 
by Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, Eternal Mind, 
IWord, and Spirit. And being very well con- 
rent with this my Tgnorance, I don'c think it 
proper to make any other uſc of my zatnrel 
Sentiments upon the Subject of the Trinity ; but 
ro ſave my ſelf and others the fruitleſs and 
uncaſic trouble of looking further than we can 
ſee, by proving as evidently as I can, that no 
more is to be conceived of this Myſtery than 
what is in Scripture plainly revealed to us ; 
. and that, if God thinks fit to reveal 
F3'T* ſuch things to us as we have no Ideas of, 
me are concerned and obliged to believe them; as 
,., CtheDean urges in the ſame Page, where 
i" he ſays, We have an Idea of Trinity in 
Unity : 1 do not pretend to be ſure from 
Principles of natural Reaſon, that Father, Son, 
and Zoly Ghoſt muſt be Three © Infinite Minds, 
becauſe they are diſtinguiſhed in Scripture by 
Perſonal Pronouns in the ſame manner 

-- = as Three Men arc, as the Dean argues; 
' Foraſmuch as it is poſſible thar the 
Perſonal Pronouns uſed in Scripture may be ap- 
plyed to Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in ſome 
other Senſe than that of Three Infinite Minds, 
without our charging God fooliſhly : This, I fay, 


ſeems very poſlible to me, becauſe Father, Fa 
an 
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and 77oly Ghoſt are not, (as the Dean 
himſelf allows) 7hree Perſons as Three Y: 353: 
Men are Three Perſons, and 7hree and : 
One in God do not ſrenifie what they do in Crea- 
tures : 1 durſt not rely thus far upon my zatu- 
ral Sentiments when | writ the Conſtderations ; 
and I am under the {ame Caution and Reſerye 
now : for I am more fully convinced 
than ever I was, that what the Dean ® _ 
aſſerts is very true; that Natural Reaſon is a 


wery bad and a very dangerous Expoſitor of Scrp« i 


ture in Supernatural Myſteries, and neither has 
any Authority nor gives any Light in theſe Mat- 
ters. 


- Now the Caſe being thus as I have repre- 
ſented it, I think I may take upon me to ſay, 
chat the Dean has no vood Ground to accule 
me of placing roo much Truſt in my own 
Natural Seatiments, and not giving a duc Pre- 
terence to Scripture. And a few of rhe like 
Remarks will terve ro make it appear, that my 
Regard for the Fathers was ſuch as he could 
not poſſibly find fault with. 

For, if there 75 net one of all the Ni 


tural Repreſentations which are mad: by the 333 


Catholick Fathers of the Trinity, but what Lite- 
rally and Philsſophically applied, would furniſh 
ent ſome new Herefie ; if that Great Man 
S. Auſtin ſorzetimes miſs'd the true Notion 
after he had happily ſtarted it ; and the other 

Fathers 
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Fathers may be preſum'd liable ro the ſame 
Deviations; if there can be no other Catholick 

Senſe made of what the Fathers ſo univer- 
p.**3- ſally teach, that there is in the Trinity 
una Subſtantia, but not unus Subſiſtens, bur 
only that which the Dean gives us: if, I ſay, 
Marrters ſtand' thus with the Fathers, as the 
Dean aſſures us they do: and 'tis plain, that 
never any body before him expounded the 
Catholick Dottrine of the Trinity as he has done; 
what reaſon could he poſſibly haye to blame 
me, for not ſearching the Fathers for a true 
Notion of a Trinity, when he knew very well 
what danger there was of being miſtaken, 
withour his particular guidance ? 

And indeed his afliſtance in underſtanding 
the Fathrrs was abſolutely neceſſary, to ena- 
ble me to form a true Catholick Notion of the 
Trinity from their Writings, and to ſpeak in- 
relligibly abour ir: for had I ventured alone, 


without ſuch a Guide, and found, as I per- 


ceive by him I muſt, that the Fathers were cau- 
b. 259. Hons i calling the Three Divine Pere 
ſons, Three Natures, or Eſſences, or Sub- 
ſtances, IT ſhould hardly have undertook to 
prove, that what they called a Divine 
Perſon, is, notwithſtanding their bein 
cauticus of ſaying it, the Divine Eſs 
ſence, Nature and Sabſtance, and nothing 
elſe, and that they certainly meant ſo. But, 


had I never in all my reading met with any 
{uch 


P. 260. 


Ib. 261. 
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ſuch Expreſſions uſed by the Fathers as Three 
Mirds, or Three Spirits, diſtinguiſhed ty Three 
Self-conſcionſneſſes, and inſeparably naited in One 
Mind by Mutnal-conſciouſneſs, 1 could never have 
prevailed with my ſelf ro have ſtarted theſe 
new Terms upon a Subject thar I was ſure could 
receive no further light by them, when they 
might probably furniſh ont ſome new Herefte to 
luch as would be apt to apply thr Literally and 
Philoſophically; much leſs thould 1 have cailed 
in the Fathers ro witneſs that they muſt 24 
thus, tho' they induſtriouſly avoiding ſpeak- 
ing ſo, for ſuch Reaſons as ought to have 
weighed with Me,as much as with Them. Net- 
ther ſhould I have called the Carholick Form 
of One Subſtance and Three Hypoſt aſes, a 
Secondary Notion of a Trinity in Unity, 
which we ca form mo diftinit Idea of ; and 
this, in order to ſubſticure my own new Ac- 
count of the Doctrine, as a# intelligible 
Notion of a Trinity in Unity ; not like 
the other, which was made only to f'= 1:2, 
cure the Catholick Faith againſt the Sa- 

bellian and Arian Herefie , but fuch as woul.t 
let us into the whole Secret of the Myſtery 
it felt. 

Nay further, I have fuch a Veneration fcr 
Catholick and Apoſtolick Tradition, that | do not 
only think it {aſe and reafonable to Exporind 
Scripture as the Catholick Faith and Ca- 
thilick Fathers Fexpound it, when the words of 

- Seribtur? 
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Scripture will naturally and eaſily admit that ſenſe, 
which is all the Deference I can find that the 
Dean adviſes to be paid them; But, if ſome 
Paſſages of Scriptnre did not now ſeem to me 
ro bear that 7raditionary Explication of them 
which had conſtantly and univerſally prevail- 
ed from the Apoſtles days, I ſhould, notwith- 
ſtanding, think my {elif obliged ro acquieſce 
in it, without it manifeſtly appeared to con- 
tradift the plain Words and Deſign of Scrip- 
cure; and I ſhould be very diſtruſtful of my 
Judgment of a Contradiction upon ſuch an 
Occaſion. And therefore the Dean has no 
cauſe ar all to charge me with rejeting 4 Tra- 
ditionary Faith, and venturing to Ex- 
P. 35% pound Scripture by my natural Sentiments ; 
when I am fully perſuaded, and perhaps more 
than the Dean is, that this is a very unſafe Rule 
in Matters of pure Revelation, of which meer 
natural Reaſon is no competent judge. 


Thus have I Anſwered all the Articles of 
the Dean's Charge againſt me ; and the grearer 
Tfind it to be, the more 1 am at a loſs to know 
what Provocation it was grounded upon. 

When the Dean's Firlt Yindication of the 
Trinity came out, I rcad it over with all the 
willingneſs to like it that a long reſpe& for 
ſeveral of his other Writings had given me ; 
but afterwards, when I ſet to conſider that Sub- 
x more cloſely my elf, I found my ſelf o- 

| bliged 


concerning the 'T x 1nitr., Ft 


bliged to differ from him in his manner of 
Treating that Argument; and I could not help 
being ſenſible of the great Inconyeniences ir 
was liable to, before any body had expoſed 
them to publick view; ſo that I was not led, 
but only confirmed in my Judgment by thoſe 
very Learned and Rational Anſwers that were 
made to the Dean's Book. In the Conftdera- 
tions Which were writ before, and publiſhed 
afterwards, for the Reaſons mentioned .in the 
Preface to them, I had no thoughts either of 
eſpouſing, or finding fault with any particular 
Man's Notions: Twas Truth, and Informa- 
tion only I ſought after; and therefore my Re- 
fletions were all General, and aimed at 7hires, 
not Perſons. If my Notions differ'd from the 
Dean's, or fell in with other Mens, 'twas more 
than I could help, and more than I foreſaw 
when I began to write. I was very ſorry it fo 
happened, that his Notions were not the ſame 
with mine; and 1 was glad to find rhat mine 
agreed with tuoſe of fo many other great 
Men as have appeared ſince upon the tame 
Subjet. And as for any other private Deſign 
or Motive of writing the Conftderations, T am 
not in the leaſt conſcious to my {ef of it. 
Since? therefore the Dean's Quarrel to me 
feems to have no other Foundation but my 
being of different Sentiments from him, and 
preſuming to propoſe them ro the World when 
t knew them to be ſo; I think it very requt- 
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ſite ro ſay ſomething by way of Excuſe for 
my ſuppoſed Preſumprion in this Marrer. 


[V. Fourthly and Laſtly then 1 ſhall offer 
ſome Reaſons why 1 think the Dean's way of 
Manazing the Controverſie of th: Trinity is not 
the moſt Expcdicnt. 

{ do not here intend to entcr into the Con- 
troverſie again, and ſhew how dangerous and 
ill-grounded an Zypotheſis the Dean's is, by 
examining all the Parts and Conſequences of 
it ; this has been wnarſverably done alrcady by 
a better Fland, with all the Juſtneſs and force 
of Reaſoning imaginable. My bufincls is only 
ro Defend my elf ; and therefore I ſhall move 
no further, in a Matter, I think 1!l begun by 
the Dean at firſt, and now unwarrantably pur- 
{ucd, than ro give him ſome  fhort Account 
why | think {o. 


In the Firſt place then 1 cannot judge ic Ex» 
pedicnt to ule ſo many New 7Zerms as the Dean 
does to Explain the Trinity, when it cannot be 
rendrea clearer to us by any of them than it 
was made before by the Ff{abliſhed Forms of 
Expreſlion. 

In his former Diſcourſes upon the 7rinity he 
calls the 7hree Perſons in the Godhcad Three 
Minds, Three Spirits, Three Subſtances, Eſſences, 
and Natyres; to theſe Expretiions he —_ 

us 
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his Laſt Book, * Three Selfs, Three I's, Z 
[| Three Singulars, + Three Sames, Three 
We | P. 39+ 
Wholes, One Abſolute Divinity, with +p. 3: 
Two Internal Proceſſions, &. The U> 373: 
nity of the Three Perſons is repreſent= ** 
ed ſometimes as a Specifick Sameneſs and Vni- 
ty; ſometimes as a Natural and Eſſen- 12 
tial Unity, whereby a Common Nature P 
iS One in Truth and Reality, not in Notion only, 
as a Species is; which Natural Unity is faid 
afterwards to be a Numerical Unity, ,,.; 
and is On: in Numier, but does mot © 
frenifie a Singular Nature as it does in Creatures. 
[In another place, th? Unity of the Di- 
vine Nature is neith:r a Unity of Siu 
eularity, nor a Specifick Unity of Nature, Fu! 
bears x = reſemblanc: and analogy to both; and 
preſently after he affirms, that all the 
names of a Specifick Sameneſs and Unity 
do in a more perfeft and excellent manner beling 
to the Samencſs and Unity of the Divinz Nature, 
fubhifting in Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, than 
fo the Sam:n:ſs of the FHrman Nature, as Peter, 
James, and John. And ſeveral other ſuch like 
Accounts has the Dean given us of the Unity 
of Ged, and the Diftinttions of the Perſons in 
the Godh:ad. Burt, ſince "tis evident to any Man 
that trics his Facultics this way, that none of 
all theſe Expreſſions advance his knowledge 
of the 77inity one ſtep further than the Scrip- 
tnre-Lanzuaze of One God, who is Father, So, 
D 3 and 


I93- 


- 


_= Semen. _ 
/ ——- _ 


4 "I TY - 
FSF. © Dato EG K. - 


54 A Defence of ſome Conſiderations 


and Fly Ghoſt, or the Ecclefraſtical Form of 
One Divine Nature and Three Perſons had car- 
ried it, ro what purpoſe is it to amuſe and 
perplex us with new unin{tructive Sounds ? 
When the Dcan freely acknowledges, 

P- 37'- that the Three Perſons in the Godhead 
cannot properly be called Three Infinite Minds and 
Spirits; and he thinks thoſe Terms of 

7 Tires Subſtances and Three Minds may with 
good reaſon be let alone; why are they inſiſted 
upon again, and New Books, as well as New 
Terms, multiplied for their Juſtification > Ir 
, Iis by his own confeſſion, very diffcult 
"9% mhat Three to call Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, ſo as to avoid the Herefies of both Ex+ 
treams : We have nothing, he tells us, 

P'9* 8 in Nature like this, and therefore we 
know not by what Names to call it. Thoſe who 
3.; have moſt critically examined the Force of 
mY Words, find them all, upon fame occaſion 
ox oth:r, defettive or improper for this purpoſe. 
\;, This he js very ſenſible of, and there- 
”* fore profiſſes, * That he can ſee no 
* neceſſity why we muſt find out a common 
Name for the Three in the bleſſed Trinity, 
* when the Scripture has given us no common 
* Name for them; much lels why we ſhould 
* Cifpute eternally about the' Propriety and 
* Uſe of ſuch Words, to hazard the Catholick 
* Faith, at leaſt the Honour and Reputation 


"of ir, rogerher with the Peace of the cm 
, T 
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*If I am asked (lays he) not only who, but 


* what the Three in the Ever-blelied Trinity . 


*are? I know no better Anſwer to make than 
* what the Scripture has taught me, that they 
* are God the Father, God the Son, and God the 
* Holy Ghoſt ; which ſignifie all that can be ex- 
* preſſed by any Artificial 'and Unſcriptural 
* Words; 1s an Anſwer liable ro no Exceptions 
* or Miſrepreſentations, and in which all muſt 
* agree who believe a Trinity ; and it ſhames 
* and filences all thoſe Diſputes which are of- 
* ten occaſioned by other Words, tho' ney:r 
* ſo wiſely and reaſonably choſen. 

And this is my very Reaſon why I could 
never approve of the Expedicncy of the Dean's 
way of Vindicating and Explaining the Doctrine 
of the Trinity; which I am not able to expreſs 
more fully than he has done. 


But, beſides that all the New Terms and 
Forms of Exprellion uſed by the Dean convey 
no New Ideas to us, nor carry our Knowledge 
of the Trinity any further than the Scriprure- 
Language and the Eccleſiaſtical Terms now in 
uſe do ; as the Dean has, in ſundry places of 
his Book very fatisfaQtorily made out : Be- 
ſides this, I ſay, the Inexpediency of the Dean's 
Method of Yindicating the Dottrine of the Tri- 
nity ſeems very plain to me upon another Ace 


count; and that is, Becauſe the Defence of 
the New Terms he had ſtarted ingages him. 
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in a great many Philoſophical Niceries, and 
DiſtinAtions, that arc very liable to a wrong 
Con'truction, and adminiſter occation ro He- 
reticks and Profanc Men to expoſe the Do- 
qrine of rhe Trinmty, and to weak Chriſtians 
ro doubt of it; As will catily appcar by a few 

In{tances : 
The Thing which the Dean afſerte:l and 
endeavoured to prove in his Firit YVindic1tion 
of the. Doctrine of th: Trinity was, That 
th: Three Perſons in the Trinity are as 
Diſtin&t as Three Mn are. This put 
him upon uſing thoſe Phraſes of 7hree Minds, 
Spirits, &c. then ; and this has ſince put him 
upon looking out for ſeveral ways of Recon- 
ciling fuch a Diſ#;z&7on as this with the Unity 
cf Ged. Particularly in his Laſt Book he thinks 
he has ſolved the Matter by ſhewing, 
that the Three Divine Perſons are 7n- 
ſ[eparably United: Bur this Argument 
docs not ſeem to me to have Force enough 
to defend his Notion of a Trinity from the 
Charge of 7rith:iſm. For if Three compleat i#- 
diviaual Minds which are cloſely and intimately 
CUrited by God, and may be {ſuppoſed to be for 
everio United, are, as the Dean allows, as much 
Three compleat individual Minds ſtill, as they 
were before they were thus United, every bo- 
dy will not be abic ro ſee, why 7hre? Infinite 
lizas inſeparatly United, may not be as much 
"Lrce eemplect individual Binds, as Three Finite 
Mizads, 


V'ind;c, 
P. 104. 
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Rlinas, ſeparably United are. If the Union be 
as cloſe and intimate in the one Cale as in the 
other, (as there is nothing alledged in this 
Argument to the contrary) it will not be caſie 
to perceive how the Manner, or Duration of 
rhe Union ſhould alter any thing in the Di- 
{tintion. Bur 7hree Divine Natures, 

tho” ſpecifically and perfettly alike, the 
Dean owns, wenld unavoidably be Three Gods ; 
And I think tis very plain, that if Zhree Di- 
vine Natures could pollibly be, or be conceived, 
we mult conſider themas Nuturally, Eſſentially, 
and /aſeparably United ; and therefore | am nor 
farisfied that ſuch an inſeparable Union of Three 
Infinite Minds is fuſlicicnt to prove them not 
to be Three Gods. 

And as the Dean's Notion of an Jnſeparabl: 
Union docs not come up to the Proof he in- 
rended it for, {o neither are his DiſtinCtions 
of Aifolute, Perſonal, and Relative, which run 
through all his Defences, ſufficient to juſtific 
his Doctrine from the Imputation he wards 
again}. 

For if he does mean Three Minds, Spirits, 
Subſtances, Natures, and Eſſences in a Perſona! 
and not an Atſolute Senſe, as he often tells us 
he does, yer he takes care at other times to 
let us know, that Perſon is not a Rela- 
tive Term; That 4 Perſon, as a Perſon, is © = 
Eſſence and Subſtance; That a Divine 71 
Perſen is the Divine Eſſence, Subſtance 73 
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and Nature, and nothing elſe; And if he tells us 
withal, that the Father, Son, and Holy 
how Ghoſt are each of them Eſſence, Subſtance, 
Subfiſtence, in the moſt perfett and abſolute Senſe 
of theſe Terms: Any Man that lays all thcſe 
things together, will be apt to conclude, that 
Three Perſonal Minds, Natures, Subſtances, e&+c. 
mean as much as Three A4bſo/ate Minds, Na- 
rures, Subſtances, cc. do. 
So in like manner, tho' he ſhould call rhe 
Three Perſons in the Godhead Three Relative 
Minas or Subſtances; or, if that ſhould 
379- not be ſo proper, One Alſolute Sub- 
ftance and Two Relative Subſtances; Yet if this 
be only an Arbitrary Diſtiniion, and he does not 
know any difference between Three Sub- 
go ſtances and Three Relative Subſtances 
himſelf, as he plainly intimates ; what advan- 
rage will it be to his whole Account of the Mart- 
ter to reſolve it into the diſtinttion be- 
379% tween Abſolute and Relative, which he 
lays ſo much ftreſs upon ? 
A great many other Paſlages there are 
chroughour the Dean's Laſt Book, which are 
very liable to Fleretical Senſes; But, my 
P-I15- buſineſs being only co Defend and not 
Anſwer, 1 chuſe to fay no more than will juſt 
vindicate me for departing from the Dean's 
way of writing concerning the Trinity : Nor 
would I be thought to infer from whar I have 
deen forced to ſay, that the Dean really in- 
tended 
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tended or deſigned to eſtabliſh 7; ritheiſm or 
any other Zere/1e - all my Opinion in the Caſe 
is, That a New Hypotheſis offering it ſelf ro 
his Thoughts, the Satisfaftion that immedi- 
ately flowed in upon him, might probably hin- 
der him from ſeccing to the End of it; and {6 
it was propoſed without any apprehenſion of 
the Conſequences it was attended with : Af- 
terwards, an eager deſire of maintaining the 
Inyention produced us abundance of new and 
ſtrange Philoſophy, and a great many different 
Methods of improper Speaking ; which was 
perfetly unavoidable upon a SubjeR where no 
Philoſophy was uleful, or any change of Lan- 
guage proper. I take the liberty to call the 
Dean's Hypotheſis his Zzvention, becauſe I 
thought it fo ar firſt, and jJhis great fondneſs 
for it ſince has confirmed me in my Opinion. 
I know there are ſome who believe his Noti- 
ons concerning Self-conſciouſneſs and Mutual- 
conſciouſneſs, &c. might have been taken our of 
A Moral Eſſay concerning the Soul of Man, writ- 
ren originally in French; becauſe the Author 
of that Diſcourſe has the ſame way of _ 
guiſhing and Uniting Minds as the Dcan has; 
But then he makes 7wo Minds United by Mutual- 
conſciouſneſs ro be but One Perſon, which ſeems 
co overthrow the Dean's whole Hypotheſis, 
and conſequently to acquit him from borrow- 
ing it from thence. But whether the Dean had 
his Notions. from this, or any other Author, or 

; nor, 
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not, I am not in the leaſt concerned to know, 
nor ſhould have told him of it,if I had certainly 
known wito he was oblig'd to for them. Whether 
the Dean rook a right way of Managing the 
Controverlie of the Trinity is all that I am cn- 
quiring after; and it would nor give me a bet- 
ter or a worſe Opinion of that, ro know, ci- 
ther that his Notions were his own, or another 
Man's : For whoſocver they belong to, I ſhall 
always be of the ſame mind the Dean once was, 

thar there may be good Reaſon to l:t them alone. 
This I have endeavourcd to ſhew him was 
Prop:7 upon Two Accounts already; and there 
iS another good Reaſon why the Dean's attempt 
to Explain the Trinity oyght to have been let 
alone; and that is, becaule it is direAly con- 
trary to the Mcthods obſerved by the Catho- 
lick Church, and by all particular Churches and 
Socictics of Chriſtians. It is very well known, 
how long it was before any Uuſcriptural Terms 
were Eſtabliſhed in the Cathelick Church ; with 
what difficulty the Nicene Fathers were firſt pre- 
vailed upon to uſe any; and how {tridtly and 
Religiouſly all particular Charchezs have ſtuck 
ro thoſe Ancicnt Determinations : And 77; 
Majefty's Injunitions are a late Inſtance how nee 
ceſlary the Gevernours of our Enzliſh Church 
think it at preſent, that no private Perſons 
ſhould take the liberty of departing from the 
\ Pablick received Forms of ſpeaking upon ſuch 
Points as" the Trinity and Jncarnation. Upon 
which 
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which Grounds I cannot imagine bur the ſtart- 
ing New Terms and Notions, and multiplying 
more and zerer in defence of them mult be 
inconſiftent with that deference we owe to 
Aacicnt, and Ptef t Authority; ;it the Underta- 
king was only ulclcls, and would not hazard 
the Pcace of the Church, as very likely it 
would. And therefore I cannot approve the 
Deans attempt of Explaining th: Trinity by 
New Terms of Expreſſion, becaule it ſeems to me 
wholly unſuitable to the Conduct and Deſign 
of the Fathers and Governours of the Catho- 
lick Church in all Ages; which was keeping 
as cloſe to Scripture as they could, uſing bur 
few other Terms, and thole very conſtantly ; 
and not for Explication, but only to ſecure the 
True Faith from Falſe and Hererical !nterpre- 
rations, and to preſerve Peace among Chri- 
ſtians. And as the Deſign it (elf, to likewiſe 
the Manner in which the Dean propoſes it has 
not all thoſe marks of Reſpe& which I think 
arc due to Authority : For he is not contenr 
to offer his New Scheme as a thing that might 
probably help to ſettle ſome weak Chriſtians 
in their belict of a 77;zity, or ro Anliver ſome 
Objcaions of a Cayciling Philolophical Advyer- 
ſary ; but as ſuch « Form of Sound Dotrine, as 
all Chriſtians arc ar theic urmoſt peril obliged 
ro embrace and hold taft. - it will nor ferye our 
rurn to ſub(cribe ro the Church-Terms, or to 
follow the Fathers Account of them. To tay, 
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"Pnzie. Thar Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ate 
hogs Three Perſons, aiid not Three Infinite 
Pr. Sta?. Minds and Spirits, is Hereſte and Non» 
P. 33% ſenſe; As for the Father's Notion of 
One Subſtance and Three Hypoſtaſes, there's no 
Taea to be formed of it ; and their Tegm omep- 
Secos no Catholick Senſe can be made of , without 
his Expoſition be taken ; We muſt 

adacket make his Account of the Trinity 
the Rule of our Speaking, if we would fit our 
os Words to the Nature of Things ; every 
Oe body elſe muſt grow out of conceif 
with their own Philoſophy; and they will ſee 
Reaſon to do lo, ſince there is no 4c- 

EN can of the Matter to be underſtood 
but his. Thus are we pur under a neceſſity of 
uſing the ſame way of Speaking he has done, 
and no other Terms whatlover, or of under- 
going the cenſure of Ferefie and Nonſenſe. lf 
a learned diſtin Writer, who had been always 
uſed to great niceneſs and exaQunels of Speech, 
thould be fo cautious of explaining the Three 
in the Godhead as to call them only 

_ Three Somewhats, for want of a more 
determined Name to give to what he thought 
Inexplicable ; He mult ſay further, that they 
are Three Minds, or elſe the Wit of Man can't 
ſecure him from Sabellianiſm. When I came to 
conſider this Matter, I did not think fit to ufe 
any Name at all for the Three in the id, ; 


for the Dean's Reaſon befors mentioned, 4 
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cauſe we having nothing in Nature like this, [ 
did not know ly what Name to call it ; 
and I was ſo far of his Opinion in the *'* 
Marrer, as to believe thar there might be a 
demonſtration, that there can be zz0 Common Nam: 
for theſe Three, Burt for all that, becauſe I did 
not ſay, they were 7hree Minds, Spirits, Sub- 
ſtances, &c. 1 am made a Sabel{ian, rho' I ex- 
preſſed my ſelf as fully as I could in a Nega- 
tive manner againſt that Hereſie :. And, I con- 
teſs, I do not think it properto uſe any Poſitive 
Terms but what the Scripture and the Church 
have uſed; and I do not think they ſhould 
be Explained any other way than Negatively. 
When the Dean can get it Eſtabliſhed in 
the Catholick Church, that there arc 
Three Diſt init Infinite Minds, Spirits and * + 
Subſtances in the Godhead, yer (0 as to be indivi- 
filly and inſeparably One Infinite Subſtance, Mind, 
and Spirit; that is, 10 as not ro be Three [y- 
finite Subſtances, Minds and Spirits; the Orthe- 
doxy of the Phraſe might not perhaps be ſcru- 
pled, if the Impropriety of it could be di- 
ſpens'd with. Bur ſince the Catholick Eccle- 
faſtical Form of One God and Three Perſons, has 
continued ſo long among us,and is {lill the fixr 
way of Speaking; ſince the Dean's Hypotheſis 
was unknown to the Fathers, or cautiouſly a- 
yoided by them; ſince, after his publication 
of ir, it has been ſolemnly rejected by a Great 
and Learned Uniyerſity, and none of our _ 
neg 
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ned Biſhops and DoQtors that have wrir after 
him upon the Trinity have taken it up, bur {e- 
veral of them have particularly expreſſed their 
diſlike of it; ſince by his own confeſſion it is 
liable to a Tritheiſtick Senſe, and had better have 
been [-t alone; and, as he himſelf ob- 
{eves, the Sabcllinn, Arian, and other 
Hereſies proceeded from a {car of Plurality of 
Gods; And ſince we are, for many weighty 
Reaſons, enjoyned by Authoriry to ule no New 
Terms, I will never give my {elf leave to ex- 


Pp. 73, ce 


preſs my_ belief of the Trinity in any words 


bur what I find in the Scripture and our Pub- 
lick Eccleftaſtical Terms; and I think my {elf 
obliged to Explain them no otherwiſe than by 
a denial of all thoſe 77eretical Opinions which 
the Cathelick Church has conſtantly rejeRted, 
and made uſe of fome unſcriptural Terms for 
no other end bur to declare her rejection of: 
So that to any Man that asks me, what I mcan 
by Three t exſc;752 1 think it {ufficient to fay,that 
I do not mean 7hree Names, Offices, or Relati- 
ons, Three Attributes or Payts of God; nor Three 
Infinite Minds, Spirits and Subſtances; nor One 
Infinite Uncreated Being, and Two Creatures ; but 
{omething cl{c, which is neither of all theſe, 
and which am not able to conceive or expreſs: 
And I believe there is ſome ſuch conceivable 
Diſtinfion in the Godhead, conſiſtent with the 
Uniry of God, and rhe proper Foundation of 
all choſe Marks and Expreſhons of Diſtinction 

applicd 
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applied in Scripture to Father, Son, and F7oly 
Ghoſt, becauſe I am perluaded the Scripture has 
ſaid fo, and ncither Natural Reaſon, nor Ca» 
rholick Tradition, contradit that Senſe I un- 
derſtand Scripture in upon this Arricle. 


Thus have I finiſhed the uncafie Task the 
Dean fer me ; and I think I haye ſaid no more 
than what was abſolutely neceſlary to be faid 
in my own Defence, and a great deal leſs 
than the Dean's Proyocation gave me War- 
rant to ſay. I have heard much of the Un- 
fairneſs Men of Controverſic often treat one 
another with, bur I never thought there could 
be ſo Remarkable an Inſtance of it ſhewn, as 
the Dean has very ſenſibly convinced me there 
may. When I read his Anſwer to' the Conf- 
derations, | was amazed to find ſuch Meanings 
and Conſequences drawn from thence, as I 
was before an utter ſtranger to; and I was 
perfeRly ar a loſs to determine wherher I ever 
writ, or the Dean ever read that Dilcourle : 
Bur his frequent quotation of my Words ha- 
ving ſatisfied me, that I was the Man the Dean 
aimed at, and that he had had the Patzence to 
read ſo much of what I had writ, as would ſetve 
ſome End or Purpbfe he had in writing him- 
ſelf; I cannot yet account for his way of 
Treating me : 'Tis hard to imagine how 'twas 
poſhible for him ro miſunderſtand me fo much 
E | as 
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as he appears to haye done ; and I dare not 
give my {elf leave to believe, that taking me 
right, he defignedly miſrepreſented me. Bur, 
whatever Principles the Dean went upon, 1 
thought my {elf obliged not to imitate the 
Practiſe ; and therefore I have been very care- 
_ ful not to charge him with any Meanings, 
Conſequences, or Deſigns which he diſclaims; 
and wherever I have uſed his Words, I have 
done it in the Senſe they manifeſtly bear in 
the particular places cited, withour inferring 
from thence, that the Dean's ſerrled Opinion 
or Intention is what it appears to be there ; 
becauſe 'tis very certain, that in different places 
of his Book he ſeems to be of a different 
Judgment; and to have contrary Views. For 
my part, all the Refletions I allow my ſelf ro 
make upon the Dean's whole management of 
the Controverſic he has been ſo long engaged 
i, are theſe: That he undertook the Yind:- 
cation of the Trinity upon ſuch an FZypothefis 
as, (by his own acknowledgment ſince) was 
liable ro-,an FHeretical and Tritheiſtick Con- 
ſtruction ; Thar he has been very angry with 
thoſe that were at ſome pains to convince him 
it was ſo; , That he has. written two or three 
hundred Sheets to prove that the 7hree Perſons 
in the Trinity muſt be called Three Minds, Spi- 
rits, &c. when he owns himſelf now that there 
are no 'Terms-better underſtood, and convey to 
eur minds more diſine# Conceptions of the Three 

in 
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in the Godhead, than Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt; Thar, notwithſtanding his being very 
ſenſible that all Words are either defetive, or 
impreper far this purpoſe ; He has ſpent Nine 
Sheers in expoſing me for aſſerting the ſame 
thing , and upon that ground declining the 
uſe of his Terms; Thar, for this very Reaſon 
only that I know of, he has Treated me in 
ſuch a manner as would juſtific ſeverer methods 
of return than I have taken; And rthar, if I 
had not found fault ſo very civilly as I did, 
1 had probably received much Civiler Uſage 
from the Dean than he has been pleaſed ro 
afford me. 

All this I think I have very good Reaſon 
to ſay; and 1 am ure I do the Dean no man- 
ner of injury by ſaying it; not only becauſe 
tis all very true, but becauſe I am firmly 
perſuaded every body that has read this Con- 
troyerſic will make the ſame Judgment, with- 
out being diſpoſed to it by what I offer. 

I am very ſorry 1 am obliged to deliyer 
my Thoughts thus publickly ; but rhe Dean 
has faln upon me in ſuch a manner as not to 
leave me the liberty of neglefting my own 
Defence. I am not ſo fooliſhly concerned for 
' the reputation of Writing or Arguing well, as 
to undertake a Vindication of my {elf upon 
any ſuch account; I could have been con- 
tent to have received CorreQion for an im- 
proper or unwary way of expreſſing my felt 
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upon a concerning Point of Religion ; And I 
am willing to make great allowances for a 
a more than ordinary Zeal in a juſt and weigh- 
ty Cauſe. Had I no other ground of Com- 
plaint, I ſhould not have thought an Anſwer 
neceſſary : But when my Honeſty and Inte- 
grity are call'd in queſtion, 'twould be a Crime 
to be Silent ; and not to Anſwer a falſe Charge 
of this nature, would be to make it True. 
Now this is my Caſe at preſent : For 'tis 
plain to any one that reads the Corn- 
9g fiderations, that I do not make it my 
| whole buſineſs there to prove, that the 
Sabellian Notion of the Unity of God, or of One 
finele Perſon, and of Three Names, Titles, Cha- 
rafters, Extrinſecal Reſpefts and Relations, is the 
true Scripture-Dottrine of the Trinity. Was I 
ſuch an open profels'd Sabel/ian as the Dean 
repreſents me here, he need not nave taken 
{o'much pains to prove me one, and I ſhould 
not be ſo abſurd as to think my ſelf injur'd. 
But that which I chiefly complain of now 
is, that the Dean ſuppoſes that-I am a ſecrer 
Sabellian ; that I am not ſo Fair and 
POOP Equal as I pretended to be ; that 1 
JoTe have uſed Art in palliating this Flee 


111. refie; that I have ſome Expreſſions 
which weuld betray an unwary Reader 
Tor, to believe me Orthodox; but, that he 


has taken off the Diſguiſe, and diſco- 


yercd the Artifice, It does not ap- 
pear 


114» 


concerning the TxINiIt ry, 6g 


pear to him that 7 believe one word concerning 
the Incarnation of Ge1.- 1 do indecd, he al- 
lows, ſay ſomewhat upon this Point that ſounds 
weli, but 1 do##'t ſpeat out; ſo that the Reſult of 
his whole Account of the Matter is, Thar 
the Confiderer, by an Artificial and Diſhoneſt 
way of Writing, has managed Things in ſuch 
a manner, that we have loſt the Trinity 
and Incarnation, and muſt part with e- 
very thing that is peculiar and eſſential to Chri- 
ſtianity, with them. By which, and a great ma- 
ny other Paſſages of the like nature, his Rea- 
ders arc induced to believe, that notwithſtan- 
ding I profeſs and undertake to defend the 
Dettrine of the Trinity as it is profels'd now 
in the Church of Erzland, and ſolemnly de- 
clare the ſincerity of my Intentions in writing 
upon the Subject, yet I do not believe 4 word 
of it, but write artifcially, with an expreſs pur- 
poſe and deſign to betray the True Catholick 
Faith, and introduce Sabellianiſm. This, I 
ſay, is the plain obyious Inference from his 
Words, tho at the ſame time I muſt confeſs, 
I do not belicye he really thinks fo ill of me 
2s this comes to himlelt; but only that he 
urges things ſo home, purely to drive me in- 
to His Hypotheſis, by engagaing me to avoid 
the {candal of being reckon'd a Sabellian. 
But whatever his Aim and Intention in 
Writing was, which I do not take upon mc 
peremptorily ro determine, he has made it 
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abſolutely neceſſary for me to Juſtifie my ſelf 
upon this Occaſion ; becaule there's no fence 
2.160, Againſt the Effets of his Inſinuation 
12: Without it. Whether I was an open 
122, Sabellian, or downright Socinian (as the 
Dean ſometimes calls me) I may ſafely 
leave to thoſe that read the Conftderations to 
decide ; but that I was not a ſecret artificial 
Feretick, muſt be ſhewn in a Defence, For tho” 
my Words bear the ſame Sen(e whether l write 
again, or no; and my Readers are as good 
judges of that as my ſelf; yer, as tothe ſincerity 
of my Deſign in uſing ſuch Words,l am the oniy 
Perſon that know that; and therefore, if any 
body elſe queſtions it, and.I am quiet under 
the Accuſation, nothing that I ſaid before 
would defend me from the Suſpicions I ſhould 
be expoſed to from my preſent Silence. 

This it was, that purt.me under a neceſſity 
of offering theſe Papers to the World : For, as 
I never will give any Man a juſt occaſion to 
ſuſpe& my Integrity, ſo will I never bear any 
Man's unjuſt ſuſpicion of it. In all other reſpects 
the Dean, or any body elſe, may make as free 
with me as they pleaſe, at the expence of their 
own CharaQter : Bur in this tender and Impor. 
tant Point, I ſhall always take care to do my 
ſelf Juſtice, where I have any apprehenſion of 
ſuffering by my nar doing it ; and I ſhall al- 
ways endeayour to be Juſt to my ſelf, without 
being wanting in my Charity to others. 
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Dr. Bentley's Diſſertations on the Epiltles of 
Phalaris , and the Fables of #ſop; Examin'd 
by the Honourable Charl:s Boyle, Elq; The? 
Second Edition. | 


Jacobi Patriarchzx de Shiloh Vaticinium a 
Depravarione Johannis Clerici in Pentateuchum 
Commentatoris. Aſſertum Opera & Studio 
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ERRATA 

AGE 6. line 7. for receiving read re verencing. 1.8. afrer 

without inlert ever. p. 8.1. 16. for receiving r. reverencing. 
Þ- 9-1. 12. for the ſame r. this. p. 16.1. 17, tor many r.any. 
P. 11.1. 22, for diſtinQion r. definition. ps. 12. 1. t. for as r.what. 
P- 16. I. 14. for perſons r. perſon, p 18. 1.18, for terms r.forms- 
P- 27.1. 18. for wherever r. whatever; p. 31. 1. 21. for this r. 
therr. p. 38. 1. 8, dele our. p. 41.1. 20, for Revelation r. Religions 
P- 42. 5. for clear r. clearer. p. 45.1. 18. for Umonr, Unity. 
p. 61.1. to. for Terms r. Forms. 1bid. laſt line but one, for 
Church« Terms r, Church-Forms, p, 64, 1, 14. for Terms r, Form, 
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